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FILE  NO.  0901A1 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Zoning  -  Ordinance  Making  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  a  Non-Permitted  Use  in 
the  Haight  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  and  in  the  newly  created  Lower  Haight 
Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  District.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  Planning  Code  to  amend  Section  227(v),  to  create  a  special 

definition  for  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  applicable  in  tfie  Haight  Street 

Neighborhood  Commercial  District  and  in  the  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco 

Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  District,  as  defined;  amending  Section  790.123  to  refer  to 

this  special  definition;  amending  Section  719.1  and  the  Table  at  Section  719.  to  make 

Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments,  as  defined,  not  permitted  in  the  Haight  Street 

Neighborhood  Commercial  District;  adding  new  Section  786,  to  create  the  Lower  Haight 

Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  Subdistrict;  amending  Section  186.1,  to 

change  the  period  of  non  use  for  a  non  conforming  Tobacco  Paraphernalia 

Establishment  use  to  be  deemed  discontinued  in  the  Haight  Street  Neighborhood 

Commercial  District  and  in  the  newly  created  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco 

Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  Subdistrict  from  three  years  to  eighteen  months: 

amending  Special  Use  District  Map  SU  07  of  the  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of 

San  Francisco,  to  reflect  the  new  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia 

Restricted  Use  Subdistrict,  and  making  findings,  including  findings  of  consistency  with 

the  Priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  and  environmental  findings. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  .Veu  Roman; 

deletions  are  slrikc  ihrough  italics  Times  Scsv  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doubledjnderlined: 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfikethrough  noiroal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 

Francisco  hereby  find  and  determine  that: 
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1  (a)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this 

2  ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare,  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 

3  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  ,  and  incorporates  such  reasons  by  this 

4  reference  thereto.  A  copy  of  said  resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 

5  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090141  . 

6  (b)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  101.1,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the 

7  ordinance  is  consistent  with  the  Priority  Policies  of  Section  101 .1  (b)  of  the  Planning  Code  and 

8  with  the  General  Plan  and  hereby  incorporates  a  report  containing  those  findings  as  if  fully  set 

9  '  forth  herein.  A  copy  of  said  report  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File 

10  ,   No.  "90141  . 

1 1  i|  (c)  The  Planning  Department  concluded  environmental  review  of  this  ordinance 

12  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  Public  Resources  Code  Section  2100  et 

1 3  seq.  Documentation  of  that  review  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File 

14  |No.^!^. 
15 

1 6  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

17  ,  227,  to  read  as  follows: 

18  j  SEC.  227.  OTHER  USES. 


jSEC.  227.  OTHER  USES.  i 
|(a)  Greenhouse  or  plant  nursery.  ; 
|(b)  Truck  gardening,  horticulture. 
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c 

c 

c 

p 

p 

p 

(c)  Mortuary  establishment,  including  retail  establishments  \ 
that  predominantly  sell  or  offer  for  sale  caskets, 
tombstones,  or  other  funerary  goods. 

p 

p 

p 

p 

p 



p 

p 

p 

p 

(d)  Public  structure  or  use  of  a  nonindustrial  character, 
when  in  conformity  with  the  General  Plan.  Such  structure 

or  use  shall  not  include  a  storage  yard,  incinerator, 
machine  shop,  garage  or  similar  use. 

p* 

p* 

c 

c 

p 

p 

p 

p 

p 

(e)  Utility  installation,  excluding  Internet  Services  Exchange 
(see  Section  227(t));  public  service  facility,  excluding 
service  yard;  provided  that  operating  requirements 
necessitate  location  within  the  district. 

c* 

c* 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c 

(f)  Public  transportation  facility,  whether  public  or  privately 
owned  or  operated,  when  in  conformity  with  the  General 
Plan,  and  which  does  not  require  approval  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  under  other  provisions  of  law,  and  which 
includes: 

(1)  Off-street  passenger  terminal  facilities  for  mass 
transportation  of  a  single  or  combined  modes  including  but 
not  limited  to  aircraft,  ferries,  fixed-rail  vehicles  and  buses 
when  such  facility  is  not  commonly  defined  as  a  boarding 
platform,  bus  stop,  transit  shelter  or  similar  ancillary  feature 
of  a  transit  system;  and 

(2)  Landing  field  for  aircraft. 

c* 

c* 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c 

p 

p 

(g)  Public  transportation  facility,  when  in  conformity  with 
the  General  Plan,  other  than  as  required  in  (f)  of  this 
Section  or  as  in  Sections  223  and  226  of  this  Code. 
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p 

p 

p 

P  ! 

p 

p 

p 

p 

p 

(h)  Commercial  wireless  transmitting,  receiving  or  relay 
facility,  including  towers,  antennae,  and  related  equipment 
for  the  transmission,  reception,  or  relay  of  radio,  television, 
or  other  electronic  signals  where: 

(1)  No  portion  of  such  facility  exceeds  a  height  of  25  feet 
above  the  roof  line  of  the  building  on  the  premises  or 
above  the  ground  if  there  is  no  building,  or  25  feet  above 
the  height  limit  applicable  to  the  subject  site  under  Article 
2.5  of  this  Code,  whichever  is  the  lesser  height;  and 

(2)  Such  facility,  if  closer  than  1 ,000  feet  to  any  R  District 
(except  for  those  R  Districts  entirely  surrounded  by  a  C-3, 
M  or  a  combination  of  C-3  and  M  Districts),  does  not 
include  a  parabolic  antenna  with  a  diameter  in  excess  of 
three  meters  or  a  composite  diameter  or  antennae  in 
excess  of  six  meters.  (See  also  Section  204.3.) 

c 

c 

c 

c 

c  ic 

c 

c 

c 

(i)  Commercial  wireless  transmitting,  receiving  or  relay 
facility,  as  described  in  Subsection  227(h)  above,  where: 

(1)  Any  portion  of  such  facility  exceeds  a  height  of  25  feet 
above  the  roof  line  of  the  building  on  the  premises  or 
above  the  ground  if  there  is  no  building,  or  25  feet  above 
the  height  limit  applicable  to  the  subject  site  under  Article 
2.5  of  this  Code,  whichever  is  the  lesser  height;  or 

(2)  Such  facility,  if  closer  than  1 ,000  feet  to  any  R  District 
(except  for  those  R  Districts  entirely  surrounded  by  a  C-3, 
M  or  combination  of  C-3  and  M  Districts),  includes  a 
parabolic  antenna  with  a  diameter  in  excess  of  three 
meters  or  a  composite  diameter  of  antennae  in  excess  of 
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|six  meters.  (See  also  Section  204.3.) 

p* 

P* 

P 

p 

P 

P 

P 

p 

p      (j)  Sale  or  lease  sign,  as  defined  and  regulated  by  Article  6 
jof  this  Code. 

p* 

P* 
P* 

P 

p 

P 

P 

P 

p 

p      (k)  General  advertising  sign,  as  defined  and  regulated  by 

Article  6  of  this  Code. 

P 

P  ; 

P 

P 

P 

p 

p      (1)  Access  dnveway  to  property  in  any  C  or  M  District. 

c 

C 

c 

c 

C 

(m)  Planned  Unit  Development,  as  defined  and  regulated 
by  Section  304  and  other  applicable  provisions  of  this 
Code. 

P 

(n)  Any  use  that  is  permitted  as  a  principal  use  in  any  other 

C  or  M  District  without  limitation  as  to  enclosure  within  a 
building,  wall  or  fence. 

SEE  SECTIONS  205  THROUGH  (o)  Temporary  uses,  as  specified  in  and  regulated  by 
2                                     Sections  205  through  205.2  of  this  Code.  (*See  Section 
212(a).) 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

p 

p 

P 

(p)  Subject  to  Section  233(a),  live/work  units,  provided  that 
one  or  more  arts  activities  as  defined  in  Section  102.2  of 
this  Code  are  the  primary  nonresidential  use  within  the  unit 
and  that  other  nonresidential  activities  are  limited  to  those 
otherwise  permitted  in  the  district  or  otherwise  conditional 
in  the  district  and  specifically  approved  as  a  conditional 
use. 

P 

P 

P 

P  : 

P 

p 

p 

p      (q)  Subject  to  Section  233(a),  live/work  units  not  included 
above  but  satisfying  the  conditions  of  Section  233(b)  of  this 
Code.  ! 

P 

P 

P 

P 

P 

p 

p 

P 

(r)  Arts  activities. 
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(s)  Waterborne  commerce,  navigation,  fisheries  and 
recreation,  and  industrial,  commercial  and  other  operations 
directly  related  to  the  conduct  of  waterborne  commerce, 
navigation,  fisheries  or  recreation  on  property  subject  to 
public  trust. 

(t)  Internet  Services  Exchange  as  defined  in  Section 
209.6(c). 


(u)  Fringe  financial  services,  as  defined  in  Section  249.35, 
and  subject  to  the  restrictions  set  forth  in  Section  249.35, 
including,  but  not  limited  to,  that  no  new  fringe  financial 
service  shall  be  located  within  a  1/4  miles  of  an  existing 
fringe  financial  service. 


(v)  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments,  defined  as 
retail  uses  where  more  than  15%  of  the  gross  square 
footage  of  the  establishment  is  dedicated  to  the  sale, 
distribution,  delivery,  furnishing  or  marketing  of  Tobacco 
Paraphernalia  from  one  person  to  another.  For  purposes  of 
Sections  719,  719.1  and  786  of  this  Code.  Tobacco 
Paraphernalia  Establishments  shall  mean  retail  uses  where 


Tobacco  Paraphernalia  is  sold,  distributed,  delivered,  furnished 
or  marketed  from  one  person  to  another. 


Tobacco  Paraphernalia"  means  paraphernalia,  devices,  or 
instruments  that  are  designed  or  manufactured  for  the 
smoking,  ingesting,  inhaling,  or  otherwise  introducing  into 
the  body  of  tobacco,  products  prepared  from  tobacco,  or 
controlled  substances  as  defined  in  California  Health  and 
Safety  Code  Sections  1 1054  et  seq.  "Tobacco 
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Paraphernalia"  does  not  include  lighters,  matches, 
cigarette  holders,  any  device  used  to  store  or  preserve 
tobacco,  tobacco,  cigarettes,  cigarette  papers,  cigars,  or 
any  other  preparation  of  tobacco  that  is  permitted  by 
existing  law.  Medical  Cannabis  Dispensaries,  as  defined  in 
Section  3201(f)  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code,  are  not 
Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
790.123,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  790.123.  TOBACCO  PARAPHERNALIA  ESTABLISHMENT. 

A  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishment  shall  be,  as  established  in  Section  227(v)  of 
this  code,  a  retail  use  where  more  than  15%  of  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  establishment 
is  dedicated  to  the  sale,  distribution,  delivery,  furnishing  or  marketing  of  Tobacco 
Paraphernalia  from  one  person  to  another.  For  purposes  of  Sections  719.  719. 1  and  786  of  this 
Code,  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  shall  mean  retail  uses  where  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  is 
sold,  distributed,  delivered,  furnished  or  marketed  from  one  person  to  another.  "Tobacco 
Paraphernalia"  means  paraphernalia,  devices,  or  instruments  that  are  designed  or 
manufactured  for  the  smoking,  ingesting,  inhaling,  or  otherwise  introducing  into  the  body  of 
tobacco,  products  prepared  from  tobacco,  or  controlled  substances  as  defined  in  California 
Health  and  Safety  Code  Sections  1 1054  et  seq.  "Tobacco  Paraphernalia"  does  not  include 
lighters,  matches,  cigarette  holders,  any  device  used  to  store  or  preserve  tobacco,  tobacco, 
cigarettes,  cigarette  papers,  cigars,  or  any  other  preparation  of  tobacco  that  is  permitted  by 
existing  law.  Medical  Cannabis  Dispensaries,  as  defined  in  Section  3201(f)  of  the  San 
Francisco  Health  Code,  are  not  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments. 
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Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
719.1 .  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  719.1.  HAIGHT  STREET  NEIGHBORHOOD  COMMERCIAL  DISTRICT. 

Northwest  of  the  City's  geographical  center,  the  Haight  Street  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District  is  located  in  the  Haight-Ashbury  neighborhood,  extending  along  Haight 
Street  between  Stanyan  and  Central  Avenue,  including  a  portion  of  Stanyan  Street  between 
Haight  and  Beulah.  The  shopping  area  provides  convenience  goods  and  services  to  local 
Haight-Ashbury  residents,  as  well  as  comparison  shopping  goods  and  services  to  a  larger 
market  area.  The  commercial  district  is  also  frequented  by  users  of  Golden  Gate  Park  on 
weekends  and  by  City  residents  for  its  eating,  drinking,  and  entertainment  places.  Numerous 
housing  units  establish  the  district's  mixed  residential-commercial  character. 

The  Haight  Street  District  controls  are  designed  to  protect  the  existing  building  scale 
and  promote  new  mixed-use  development  which  is  in  character  with  adjacent  buildings.  The 
building  standards  regulate  large-lot  and  use  development  and  protect  rear  yards  above  the 
ground  story  and  at  residential  levels.  To  promote  the  prevailing  mixed-use  character,  most 
commercial  uses  are  directed  primarily  to  the  ground  story  with  some  upper-story  restrictions 
in  new  buildings.  In  order  to  maintain  the  balanced  mix  and  variety  of  neighborhood-serving 
commercial  uses  and  regulate  the  more  intensive  commercial  uses  which  can  generate 
congestion  and  nuisance  problems,  special  controls  prohibit  additional  eating  and  drinking 
uses,  restrict  expansion  and  intensification  of  existing  eating  and  drinking  establishments,  and 
limit  entertainment  and  tourist  hotels.  Prohibitions  of  most  automobile  and  drive-up  uses 
protect  the  district's  continuous  retail  frontage. 

Housing  development  in  new  buildings  is  encouraged  above  the  ground  story.  Existing 
residential  units  are  protected  by  prohibition  of  upper-story  conversions  and  limitations  on 
demolitions. 
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SEC.  719.  HAIGHT  STREET  NEIGHBORHOOD  COMMERCIAL  DISTRICT 
ZONING  CONTROL  TABLE 

Haight  Street 

No. 

Zoning  Category 

§  References 

Controls  > 

BUILDING  STANDARDS 

719.10 

Height  and  Bulk  Limit 

§§  102.12,  105,  106. 
250-252,  260,  270, 

071 
Z  /  1 

40-X 

/  ly. 1 1 

Lot  Size  [Per  Development] 

33  /  yu.oD,  1  z  1 .  1 

P  1  in  f r»  4  QQQ  cn   ft  ■  P  ^  OnO 

r  up  lo  ^,yyy  sc^.  ii.,  o.uuu 
sq.  ft.  &  above  §  121.1 

719.12 

Rear  Yard 

§§  130,  134,  136 

Required  at  grade  level  and 

above  §  134(a)  (e) 

719.13 

Street  Frontage 

Required  §  145.1 

719.14 

Awning 

§  790.20 

P§  136.1(a) 

719.15 

Canopy 

§  790.26 

P§  136.1(b)  I 

719.16 

Marquee 

§  790.58 

P§  136.1(c)    ; 

719.17: 

Street  Trees 

Required  §  143 

COMMERCIAL  AND  INSTITUTIONAL 
STANDARDS  AND  USES 

719.20 

Floor  Area  Ratio 

§§  102.9.  102.11. 
123 

1.8  to  1  §  124(a)  (b) 

719.21 

Use  Size  [Non-Residential] 

§  790.130 

P  up  to  2,499  sq.  ft.;  C  2.500 
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sq.  ft.  &  above  §  121.2 

719.22 

Off-Street  Parking. 

§§  150.  153-  157. 

Generally,  none  required  if 

Commercial/Institutional 

159-  160,  204.5 

occupied  floor  area  is  less 
than  5,000  sq.  ft.  §§  151, 
161(g) 

719.23 

Off-Street  Freight  Loading 

§§  150,  153-  155, 
204.5 

Generally,  none  required  if 
gross  floor  area  is  less  than 
10,000  sq.  ft.  §§  152,  161(b) 

719.24 

Outdoor  Activity  Area 

§  790.70 

P  if  located  in  front;  0  if 
located  elsewhere  §  145.2(a) 

719.25 

Drive-Up  Facility  ; 

§  790.30 

719.26 

Walk-Up  Facility 

§790.140 

P  if  recessed  3  ft.;  C  if  not 
recessed  §  145.2(b) 

719.27 

Hours  of  Operation 

§  790.48 

P  6  a.m.- 2  a.m.;  C  2  a.m.-  6 
a.m. 

719.30 

General  Advertising  Sign 

§§  262,  602-  604, 
608,  609 

719.31 

Business  Sign 

§§  262,  602-  604, 
608, 609 

P§  607.1(f)2 

719.32 

Other  Signs 

§§  262,  602-  604. 
608, 609  i 

P§  607.1(c)  (d)(g) 
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No.  Zoning 
Category  § 
References  1 

Haight  Street 

Controls  by  Story 

§  790.118 

1st 

2nd 

3rd+ 

719.38               iResidentia!  Conversion     §  790.84 

P 

719.39                Residential  Demolition 

§  790.86 

C 

C 

Retail  Sales  and  Services 

719.40 

Other  Retail  Sales  and 
Services  [Not  Listed 
Below] 

§  790.102 

P# 

C# 

4t 
rt 

719.41 

Bar 

§  790.22 

# 

# 

# 

719.42 

Full-Service  Restaurant 

§  790.92 

# 

# 

# 

719.43 

Large  Fast  Food 
Restaurant 

§  790.90 

# 

# 

# 

719.44 

Small  Self-Service           §  790.91 
Restaurant  j 

# 

# 

719.45 

Liquor  Store                  |§  790.55 

719.46 

Movie  Theater 

§  790.64 

P 

719.47 

Adult  Entertainment 

§  790.36 

719.48                Other  Entertainment 

§  790.38 

C 
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719.49 


719.50 


Financial  Service 


§790.110 


Limited  Financial  Service 


§  790.112 


719.51 


719.52 


Medical  Service 


§  790.114 


Personal  Service 


§  790.116 


719.53 


Business  or  Professional 
Service 


§  790.108 


719.54 


719.55 


Massage  Establishment 


§  790.60,  §  1900 
Health  Code 


Tourist  Hotel 


§  790.46 


719.56 


719.57 


Automobile  Parking 


§§  790.8,  156. 
160 


'Automotive  Gas  Station 


§  790.14 


n9.58 


Automotive  Service 
Station 


§790.17 


M9.59 
M9.60 


Automotive  Repair 


§  790.15 


lAutomotive  Wash 


§  790.18 


M9.61 


n9.62 
M9.63 


n9.64 
n9.65 


'Automobile  Sale  or 
Rental 

Animal  Hospital 


§790.12 


§  790.6 


Ambulance  Service 

[fVlortuary 

Trade  Shop 


§  790.2 


§  790.62 
§  790.124 
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719.66 

Storage 

§  790.117  j 

719.67 

Video  Store 

§  790.135  I 

c 

719.68 

Fringe  Financial  Service 

§  790.111 

# 

# 

# 

719.69 

Tobacco  Paraphernalia 
Establishments 

§  790.123 

GJ 

# 

:[719.69A  \\\\\\ 

Self-Service  Specialty 

§  790.93 

# 

# 

# 

Food 

Institutions  and  Non-Retail  Sales  and 
Services 

719.70 

Administrative  Service 

§  790.106 

719.80 

Hospital  or  Medical 
Center 

§  790.44 

719.81 

Other  Institutions,  Large 

§  790.50 

P 

c 

c 

719.82 

Other  Institutions,  Small 

§  790.51 

P 

P 

P 

719.83 

Public  Use 

§  790.80 

C 

c 

c  . 

719.84 

Medical  Cannabis 
Dispensary 

§790.141 

P 

RESIDENTIAL  STANDARDS  AND  USES 

719.90 

Residential  Use 

§  790.88 

P 

P 

p 

719.91 

Residential  Density, 

§§  207,  207.1, 

Generally.  1  unit  per  600  sq. 
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Dwelling  Units 

790.88(a) 

ft.  lot  area  -  §  207.4 

719.92 

Residential  Density. 
Group  Housing 

§§  207.1, 
790.88(b) 

Generally,  1  bedroom  per 
210  sq.ft.  lot  area -§208 

719.93 

Usable  Open  Space  [Per 
Residential  Unit] 

§§  135, 136 

Generally,  either  80  sq.  ft.  if 
private,  or  100  sq.  ft.  if 
common  §  135(d) 

719.94 

Off-Street  Parking, 
Residential 

§§  150, 153- 
157,  159-  160, 
204.5 

Generally,  1  space  for  each 
dwelling  unit  §§  151,  161(a) 

i 

719.95 

i 

Community  Residential 
Parking 

§  790.10 

C 

C 

c 

SPECIFIC  PROVISIONS  FOR  THE  HAIGHT  STREET  DISTRICT 


lArticle  7  Code 
Section 

Other 
Code 
Section 

Zoning  Controls 

'§  719.40  § 

719.41  § 

719.42  § 

719.43  § 
719.44 

§781.9 

Boundaries:  The  entire  Haight  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial 
District.  Controls:  Retail  establishments  selling  off-sale  or  on-sale 
alcoholic  beverages  are  not  permitted  pursuant  to  Section  781.9. 

§719.68 

§  249.35 

FRINGE  FINANCIAL  SERVICE  RESTRICTED  USE  DISTRICT 
(FFSRUD)  Boundaries:  The  FFSRUD  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to,; 
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the  Haight  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District.  Controls: 
Fringe  financial  sen/ices  are  NP  pursuant  to  Section  249.35. 

^719.69 

^  790.123 

Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  -  the  special  definition  of 

^186.1 

"Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments"  applicable  to  the  Haif^ht  Street 

Neighborhood  Commercial  District  shall  be  repealed  three  vears  after  its 

initial  effective  date,  unless  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  on  or  before  that 

date,  extends  or  re-enacts  it. 

In  the  Haisht  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  the  period  of 

non-use  for  a  non-conforming  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishment  to 

be  deemed  discontinued  shall  be  18  months. 

Section  5.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  new 
Section  786,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  786.  LOWER  HAIGHT  STREET  TOBACCO  PARAPHERNALIA  RESTRICTED  USE 
DISTRICT. 

(a)  Findings. 

There  are  an  unusually  large  number  o  f  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments,  as  defined  in 
Section  227 (v).  in  the  Neis:hborhood  Conmiercial  Districts  located  senerally  along  lower  Haight  Street 
-  specifically,  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  located  generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  Diyisadero  Street;  the  Neighborhood  Commercial  Cluster  District  located  generally  along 
Haisht  Street  at  Scott  Street:  the  Neighborhood  Commercial  Cluster  District  located  generally  along 
Haight  Street  at  Pierce  Street;  and  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  located 
generally  along  Haight  Street  at  and  between  Steiner  and  Webster  Streets.  The  existence  of  this 
inordinate  number  o  f  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  appears  to  contribute  directly  to 
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numerous  peace,  health,  sa  fely,  and  general  welfare  problems  in  the  area,  including  druf;  use,  elms, 
sales,  drug  trafficking,  other  crimes  associated  with  drug  use,  loitering,  and  littering,  as  well  as  traffic 
circulation,  parkins  and  noise  problems  on  public  streets  and  neighborhood  lots.  The  existence  of  such 
problems  creates  serious  impacts  on  the  health,  safety,  and  welfare  of  residents  of  nearby  areas, 
including  fear  for  the  safety  of  children,  elderly  residents  and  yisitors  to  the  area.  These  problems  also 
contribute  to  the  deterioration  of  the  neighborhood  and  concomitant  deyahuition  of  property  and 
destruction  of  community'  values  and  quality  of  life,  and  discourage  more  desirable  and  needed 
commercial  uses  in  the  area. 

fb)  Establishment  of  the  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  District. 

In  order  to  prese?'\'e  the  residential  character  and  the  neishborhood-sen'ins  commercial  uses  of 
the  area,  and  to  alleyiate  the  problems  associated  with  the  inordinate  number  of  Tobacco 
Paraphernalia  Establishments  in  the  area,  the  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted 
Use  District  (Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  RUD)  is  hereby  established  for  the 
following: 

(1)  Properties  in  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  located  generally  alons 
Haight  Street  at  Divisadero  Street; 

(2)  Properties  in  the  Neighborhood  Commercial  Cluster  District  located  generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  Scott  Street; 

(3)  Properties  in  the  Neishborhood  Commercial  Cluster  District  located  generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  Pierce  Street; 

(4)  Properties  in  the  Small-Scale  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  located  generally  along 
Haisht  Street  at  and  between  Steiner  and  Webster  Streets. 

The  above  Neighborhood  Commercial  Cluster  Districts  and  Small-Scale  Neighborhood 
Commercial  Districts  are  designated  on  Zonins  Use  and  District  Map  ZN  07  of  the  Zoning  Map  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Block  and  lot  numbers  for  the  properties  included  in  these  districts 
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are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Super-visors  in  File  No.        ,  and  are  incurpurated  herein  by 
reference.  The  Lower  Haisht  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  RUD  is  designated  on  Special  Use  District 

Map  SU  07  of  the  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
fc)  Controls. 

(1)  No  new  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establisments  shall  be  permitted  in  the  Lower  Haight  Street 
Tobacco  Paraphernalia  RUD. 

(2)  The  prohibition  on  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  shall  not  be  interpreted  to 
prohibit  temporary  uses,  as  described  in  Planning  Code  Section  205.1  to  205.3. 

(3)  Continuation  of  Existing  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments.  In  the  Lower  Haieht  Street 
Tobacco  Paraphernalia  RUD,  any  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishment  in  existence  as  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  Ordinance  may  continue  its  operations  in  accordance  with  Planning  Code  section 
J 80  through  J 86.2,  subject  to  the  following  provisions: 

(A)  For  purposes  of  this  Section,  the  period  for  discontinuance  for  Tobacco  Paraphernalia 
Establishments  shall  be  eighteen  (18)  months,  as  provided  in  Section  186.1(d). 

(B)  A  break  in  continuous  operations  shall  not  be  interpreted  to  include  the  following:  a  change 
in  ownership:  or  to  the  re-establishment  or  repair  of  a  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishment  on  the 
same  lot  a  fter  destruction  or  damage  due  to  fire,  riot,  insurrection  or  act  of  God:  provided,  however, 
that  there  is  no  expansion  or  significant  change  in  mode  or  character  of  the  enterprise  which  intensifies 
the  area  devoted  to  selling  Tobacco  Paraphernalia. 

(d)  Definitions:  The  following  definitions  shall  apply  to  this  Section  786. 

(I)  "Tobacco  Paraphernalia"  shall  mean,  in  accordance  with  Sections  277(v)  and  790. 123  of 
this  Code,  paraphernalia,  devices,  or  instruments  that  are  designed  or  manufactured  for  the  smoking, 
ingesting,  inhaling,  or  otherwise  introducing  into  the  body  of  tobacco,  products  prepared  from  tobacco, 
or  controlled  substances  as  defined  in  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  Sections  1 1054  et  seq. 
"Tobacco  Paraphernalia"  does  not  include  lighters,  matches,  cigarette  holders,  any  de\ice  used  to 
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store  or  preserve  tobacco,  tobacco,  cigarettes,  ci^arene  papers,  cisars,  or  any  other  preparation  of 


2  I'  tobacco  that  is  permitted  hv  existint^  law.  Medical  Cannabis  Dispensaries,  as  defined  in  Section  3201(f) 

3  j   of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code,  are  not  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments. 
4 
5 
6 
7 


(2)  A  "Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishment"  shall  mean,  in  accordance  with  Sections  227 (v) 
and  790.123  of  this  Code,  a  retail  use  where  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  is  sold,  distributed,  delivered, 
furnished  or  marketed  from  one  person  to  another. 

(d)  Sunset  Provision.  This  Section  786  shall  be  repealed  three  years  after  its  initial  effective 
date  unless  the  Board  of  Supennsors,  on  or  before  that  date,  extends  or  re-enacts  it. 

9 

10  j  Sections.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

11  '  186.1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

12  ;|  SEC.  186.1.  EXEMPTION  OF  NONCONFORMING  USES  IN  NEIGHBORHOOD 

13  Ij  COMMERCIAL  DISTRICTS. 

1 4  ]  The  purpose  of  this  Section  is  to  provide  for  the  further  continuance  in  NC  Districts  of 

1 5  nonconforming  uses  created  by  adoption  of  Ordinance  No.  69-87,  as  herein  described,  and 

1 6  I  subsequent  ordinances  that  change  the  uses  allowed  in  NC  Districts,  which  are  beneficial  to, 

17  lor  can  be  accommodated  within  the  neighborhood  commercial  areas  in  which  they  are 

18  located. 

19  It  is  hereby  found  and  declared  that  certain  uses  which  traditionally  have  been 

20  I  permitted  to  locate  in  neighborhood  commercial  areas  can  be  beneficial  to  a  neighborhood 

21  I  commercial  area  in  small  or  limited  numbers,  but  which  if  allowed  to  proliferate,  can  disrupt 

22  the  balanced  mix  of  neighborhood-serving  retail  stores  and  services.  It  is  further  found  and 

23  declared  that  in  order  to  prevent  undesirable  over  concentrations  of  such  uses,  the 

24  :  establishment  of  additional  such  uses  shall  be  prohibited  pursuant  to  controls  governing  uses 

25  \  in  NC  Districts.  At  the  same  time,  however,  it  is  desirable  to  provide  for  the  further 
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continuance,  expansion,  enlargennent,  alteration,  changes,  discontinuance,  and  relocation  of 
such  existing  uses,  which  are  nonconforming  as  a  result  of  zoning  controls  governing  uses  in 
NC  Districts. 

The  following  provisions  shall  govern  with  respect  to  nonconforming  uses  and  features 
located  in  Neighborhood  Commercial  Districts  to  the  extent  that  there  is  a  conflict  between  the 
provisions  of  this  Section  and  other  Sections  contained  in  this  Article  1 .7. 

(a)  Expansion.  A  nonconforming  use  may  expand:  (1 )  in  floor  area  as  provided  in 
Subsection  (b)  below,  but  may  not  expand  beyond  the  lot  which  it  occupies,  nor  may  the 
boundaries  of  such  lot  be  expanded  for  purposes  of  expanding  the  use;  nor  may  the  use 
expand  upward  above  the  story  or  stories  which  it  lawfully  occupies,  except  as  provided  in 
Section  186.2  below. 

(b)  Enlargements  or  Alteration. 

(1)  A  nonconforming  use  may  not  be  significantly  altered;  enlarged  or  intensified, 
except  upon  approval  of  a  conditional  use  application  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  3  of 
this  Code,  provided  that  the  use  not  have  or  result  in  a  greater  height,  bulk  or  floor  area  ratio, 
less  required  rear  yard  or  open  space,  or  less  required  off-street  parking  space  or  loading 
space  than  permissible  under  the  limitations  set  forth  in  this  Code  for  the  district  or  districts  in 
which  such  use  is  located. 

(2)  A  nonconforming  use  may  expand  to  include  public  sidewalk  space  provided  that 
such  space  is  only  occupied  with  tables  and  chairs  as  permitted  by  this  Municipal  Code. 

(3)  No  existing  use  or  structure  which  fails  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this  Code  in  any 
manner  as  described  above  in  this  Subsection  (b)  shall  be  constructed,  reconstnjcted. 
enlarged,  altered  or  relocated  so  as  to  increase  the  discrepancy,  or  to  create  a  new 
discrepancy,  at  any  level  of  the  structure,  between  existing  conditions  on  the  lot  and  the 
required  standards  for  new  construction  set  forth  in  this  Code. 
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(c)  Changes  in  Use.  A  nonconforming  use  may  be  changed  to  another  use  or  feature 
as  described  below. 

(1 )  A  nonconforming  use  may  be  changed  to  a  use  listed  in  Article  7  of  this  Code  as  a 
principal  use  for  the  district  in  which  the  property  is  located,  and  the  new  use  may  thereafter 
be  continued  as  a  permitted  principal  use. 

(2)  A  nonconforming  use  may  be  changed  to  a  use  listed  in  Article  7  of  this  Code  as  a 
conditional  use  for  the  district  in  which  the  use  is  located,  only  upon  approval  of  a  conditional 
use  application  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  3  of  this  Code,  and  the  new  use  may 
thereafter  be  continued  as  a  permitted  conditional  use,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
178  of  this  Code. 

(3)  A  nonconforming  use  may  be  changed  to  a  use  which  is  not  permitted  in  that 
Neighborhood  Commercial  District  as  described  below,  only  upon  approval  of  a  conditional 
use  application,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  3  of  this  Code: 

(A)  Any  use  described  in  zoning  categories  .41,  .42,  .43  or  .44,  as  defined  in  Sections 
790.22,  790.92,  790.90  and  790.91,  respectively,  may  change  to  another  use  described  in 
zoning  categories  .41,  .42,  or  .44,  even  though  such  other  use  is  not  permitted  in  that 
Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  unless  such  other  use  is  located  in  an  Alcohol  Restricted 
Use  Subdistrict  and  is  prohibited  by  the  provisions  governing  that  Alcohol  Restricted  Use 
Subdistrict. 

(B)  Any  use  described  in  zoning  categories  .51 ,  .52  or  .53,  as  defined  in  Sections 
790.114,  790.1 16  and  790.108  respectively,  may  change  to  another  use  described  in  zoning 
categories  .51 ,  .52  or  .53,  even  though  such  other  use  is  not  permitted  in  that  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District. 

(C)  Any  use  described  in  zoning  categories  .57,  .58  or  .59,  as  defined  in  Sections 
790.14.  790.17  and  790.15  respectively,  may  be  demolished  and  reconstructed  as  the  same 

Supervisor  Mirkarimi 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  20 

2/3/2009 

n:\landuse\aruizesq\legislative  workVsmoke  shopsVhaight  st  permanent  conlrols.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


use  or  may  change  to  another  use  described  in  zoning  categories  .57,  .58  or  .59,  even  though 
such  other  use  is  not  permitted  in  that  Neighborhood  Commercial  District. 
The  new  use  shall  still  be  classified  as  a  nonconforming  use. 

The  changes  in  use  deschbed  in  this  Paragraph  3  shall  include  remodeling  activities 
involving  the  demolition  and  replacement  of  structures  v\/hich  result  in  a  change  of  use. 

(4)  In  the  North  Beach  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  any  use  that  exceeds  the 
use  size  provisions  of  Section  1 21 .2(a)  or  1 21 .2{b)  may  be  changed  to  a  new  use  only  upon 
the  approval  of  a  new  conditional  use  application.  The  Commission's  approval  of  such 
conditional  use  application  shall  explicitly  address  the  use  size  findings  of  Section  303(c).  In 
the  North  Beach  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  a  nonconforming  use  cannot  be  changed 
to  any  use  which  is  not  a  permitted  use  under  Section  722  (North  Beach  Controls). 

(5)  In  the  Castro  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  any  use  in  this  district  that 
exceeds  the  maximum  use  size  limit  of  Section  121 .2(b),  may  be  not  changed  to  a  new  use. 
The  only  method  for  changing  a  nonconforming  use  identified  in  this  Subsection  is  to  reduce 
the  nonconforming  use: 

(A)  to  a  conforming  use  size  or 

(B)  to  a  size  specified  in  Subsection  121.2(a)  pursuant  to  conditional  use  authorization. 
Notwithstanding  the  above,  any  use  in  this  District  that  exceeds  the  maximum  use  size 

limit  of  Section  121.2(b)  and  is  categorized  in  the  Other  Retail  Sales  and  Services  zoning 
classification,  as  defined  in  Section  790.102,  may  change  to  another  use  category 
enumerated  in  Section  790.102  as  long  as  the  use  size  is  not  increased  and  the  Commission 
approves  a  conditional  use  application  for  such  change.  The  Commission's  approval  of  such 
conditional  use  application  shall  explicitly  address  the  use  size  findings  of  Section  303(c). 

(d)  Discontinuance.  A  nonconforming  use  which  is  discontinued  for  a  period  of  three 
years,  or  otherwise  abandoned  or  changed  to  another  use  which  is  listed  in  Article  7  of  this 
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Code  as  a  principal  or  conditional  use  for  the  district  in  which  the  use  is  located  shall  not  be 
reestablished.  For  purposes  of  this  Subsection,  the  period  of  nonuse  for  a  nonconforming  use 
to  be  deemed  discontinued  in  the  North  Beach  and  Castro  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial 
Districts,  and  in  ihe  Hai^ht  Street  Heishborhood  Commercial  District  and  the  Lower  Haighl  Street 
Tobacco  Paraphernaila  Restricted  Use  Subdistrict  for  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishemnts,  as 
defined  in  Sections  227 (v)  and  790.123  of  this  Code,  only,  shall  be  eighteen  (18)  months,  except  in 
the  North  Beach  Neighborhood  Commercial  District,  the  period  of  non  use  for  a  full  service 
restaurant  use,  as  defined  in  Section  790.91,  to  be  deemed  discontinued  shall  be  three  years. 

(e)  Relocation.  A  nonconforming  use  in  a  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  may  be 
reestablished  at  another  location  within  that  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  only  upon 
approval  of  a  new  conditional  use  application  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  3  of  this 
Code,  provided  that  the  following  conditions  are  met: 

(1 )  The  original  premises  shall  not  be  occupied  by  an  establishment  of  the  same  type 
of  use  as  the  relocating  use  unless  by  another  establishment  that  is  relocating  from  within  the 
district;  and 

(2)  No  final  permits  to  operate  the  relocated  use  at  the  new  premises  are  granted  prior 
to  the  issuance  of  a  certificate  of  final  completion  of  any  work  to  the  original  premises  which  is 
required  as  conditions  attached  to  the  approval  of  the  conditional  use  application;  and 

(3)  Deed  restrictions  are  recorded  for  the  original  premises  in  the  Official  Records  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  which  restrictions  prohibit  for  the  duration  of  the  Code 
sections  prohibiting  the  use  for  the  district  in  which  the  use  is  located,  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  a  new  use  of  the  same  type  of  use  as  the  relocated  use,  unless  such  new  use  is 
relocating  from  within  the  district. 
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Section  7.  In  accordance  with  Planning  Code  Sections  106  and  302.  the  following 
changes  are  hereby  adopted  as  an  amendment  to  the  Special  Use  District  Map  SU  07  of  the 
Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 


Description  of  Property 

Special  Use  District  Created 

Small-Scale  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District  located 
generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  Divisadero  Street; 
Neighborhood  Commercial 
Cluster  District  located 
generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  Scott  Street; 
Neighborhood  Commercial 
Cluster  District  located 
generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  Pierce  Street; 
Small-Scale  Neighborhood 
Commercial  District  located 
generally  along  Haight 
Street  at  and  between 
Steiner  and  Webster 
Streets. 

Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted 
Use  Subdistrict 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRteRA,  City  Attorney 
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City  and  Count>  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodielt  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090141 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  Planning  Code  to  amend  Section  227(v),  to  create  a  special  definition  for 
Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments  applicable  In  the  Haight  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial 
District  and  in  the  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  District,  as  defined; 
amending  Section  790  123  to  refer  to  this  special  definition,  amending  Section  719.1  and  the  Table  at 
Section  719,  to  make  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishments,  as  defined,  not  permitted  in  the  Haight 
Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District;  adding  new  Section  786,  to  create  the  Lower  Haight  Street 
Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  Subdistrict;  amending  Section  186.1,  to  change  the  period  of 
non-use  for  a  nonconforming  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Establishment  use  to  be  deemed  discontinued 
in  the  Haight  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District  and  in  the  newly  created  Lower  Haight  Street 
Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  Subdistrict  from  three  years  to  eighteen  months;  amending 
Special  Use  District  Map  SU  07  of  the  Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  to  reflect 
the  new  Lower  Haight  Street  Tobacco  Paraphernalia  Restricted  Use  Subdistrict,  and  making  findings, 
including  findings  of  consistency  with  the  Priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  and 
environmental  findings. 


June  23,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Clui,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufiy,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


File  No.  090141  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  OrdinaiKc 

was  FINALLY  PASSKD  on  June  3U.  2009  b> 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


FILE  NO.  090697 


[Increasing  Street  Artist  Certificate  Fee] 

Ordinance  amending  Article  24  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  by  amending  Soction 
2404.1  to  increase  the  fee  for  a  Street  Artist  Certificate  and  making  environmental 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 

Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     090697  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Police  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section  2404.1 . 
to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  2404.1.  STREET  ARTIST  CERTIFICATE:  FEE. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Proposition  K,  adopted  by  the  voters  at  an  election  held  on 
November  8,  1983,  the  Boai'd  of  Super\dsors  hereby  establishes  the  fee  for  a  Street  Artist  Certificate  to 
be  as  follows:  Beginning  July  1,  2008  July  1,  2009,  the  fee  for  a  quarterly  Street  Artist  Certificate  shall 
be  $133.07  $154.16  and  said  certificate  shall  be  valid  for  a  period  of  three  months  from  the  date  of 
issuance;  except  that  any  person  certified  as  a  street  artist  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  .Article  shall 
have  the  option  of  purchasing  for  $532.28  $616.64  an  annual  certificate  valid  for  a  period  of  one  year 
from  the  date  of  issuance.  GOVERNMENT 


findings. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


ADINE  K.  VARAH 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number:       090697  Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Article  24  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  by  amending  Section  2404  1  to 
increase  the  fee  for  a  Street  Artist  Certificate  and  making  environmental  findings. 


July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufly,  Elsbcrnd,  Mar. 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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FILE  NO.  090701 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Patient  Rates] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  128  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  to  sot  patient  rates 

and  other  services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  effective  July  1 ,  2009 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  Now  Roman: 

deletions  are  sMkethrougb-italics-Times-New-Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  updejllned. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  striketfw^u§h-f>orffial. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

A.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Publid 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  wWU  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supen^isors  in  File  No.  Q90701    and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
128,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  128.  PATIENT  RATES,  (a)  The  Board  of  Supen/isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  does  hereby  determine  and  fix  the  proper  reasonable  amounts  to  be 
charged  to  persons  for  services  furnished  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  as  follov/s. 
which  rates  shall  be  effective  for  services  delivered  as  of  July  I,  200S  July  I.  2009. 


TYPE  OF  SERVICE 

San  Francisco  General  Hospital 

Supplies  &  Drugs 


Surgical  Supplies 
Pharmacy  (IP) 
Medical  Supplies 
Diagnostic  Radiology 


UNIT 


Special  Price 
List 

Special  Price 
List 

Special  Price 
List 

Special  Price 
List 


AMOUNT 


Special  Price 
List 

Special  Price 
List 

Special  Price 
List 

Spec  ai  Price 
List 
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Clinical  Lab 
Anatomic  Pathology 
Surgical  Services  -  Women's  Options 
All  Other  Special  Sen/ices 
In-Patient  Care 

Medical  Surgical 

Intensive  Care 

Intensive  Care  -  Trauma 

Coronary  Care 

Chest-Pulmonary 

Stepdown  Units 

Pediatrics 

Obstetrics 
Nursery 

New  Born 

ObservationWell  Baby 

Semi-Intensive  Care 

Intensive  Care 
Labor/Delivery  -  6G 
Labor/Delivery  Hours  of  Stay 
Psychiatric  Inpatient 
Psychiatric  Forensic  Inpatient  -  7L 
AIDS  Unit  -  5A 


Special  Price  Special  Price 

List  List 

Special  Price  Special  Price 

List  List 

Special  Price  Special  Price 

List  List 

Special  Price  Special  Price 


Day 

Day 
Day 
Day 
Day 
Day 
Day 
Day 

Day 
Day 
Day 
Day 
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Hour 
Day 
Day 
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9.169 
7.641 
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3.589 

1.833 

3.189 

6.111 

9.169 

2.841 

159 

3.589 

3.589 

3.589 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO 


Security  Unit  -  7D 

Skilled  Nursing  Facility 

Mental  Rehab  Unit 

Adult  Residential  Facility 
Respiratory  Therapy 

02  Tlierapy 
Surgical  Services 

Minor  Surgery  I  (Come  &  Go) 

Minor  Surgery  I  (Come  &  Go) 

Minor  Surgery  1! 

Minor  Surgery  II 

Major  Surgery  I 

Major  Surgery  I 

Major  Surgery  II 

Major  Surgery  II 

Major  Surgery  III 

Major  Surgery  ill 

Extraordinary  Surgery 

Extraordinary  Surgery 

Surgery  (2  Teams) 

Surgery  (2  Teams) 

Surgery  (3  Teams) 
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Add'l  1/2  Hour  4-74^  1,577 

1st  Hour  4.444 

Add'l  1/2  Hour  4-^64^  1.779 

1st  Hour  4, 195  4.945 

Add'l  1/2  Hour  4^^  1.978 

1st  Hour  4^944  5.427 

Add'l  1/2  Hour  4t9-73  2.171 

1st  Hour  6t667-  7.334 

Add'l  1/2  Hour  2r666  2.933 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


Surgery  (3  Teams) 

Major  Trauma  III 

Major  Trauma  III 

Major  Trauma  II 

Major  Trauma  II 

Major  Trauma  I 

Major  Trauma  I 

Recovery  Room 

Recovery  Room 

Recovery  Room 

Anesthesia 

Anesthesia 
— Aftesfhesm 
Trauma  Care 

Trauma  Activation  -900  {Level  2) 

Trauma  Activation  -  911  (Le^^elS) 

Trauma  Activation  -  912  (Level  1} 

Consultation 

 Trauma  Activation  Pediatnc — Level  2 

 Traunw  Activation  Pediatric — Level-}- 


Add'l  1/2  Hour  2^946  3.262 

1st  Hour  StS42  6,426 

Add'l  1/2  Hour  2,337  2.571 

1st  Hour  6.111 

Add!  1/2  Hour  2^223'  2.445 

1st  Hour  4t224  4.649 

Add'l  1/2  Hour  1,691  1.860 

1st  Hour  1.529 

2"=*  Add'l  Hour  -hL^  1.223 
Each  Add'l 

Hour  S34  911 

1st  Hour  hffi  3.434 

Addl  1/2  Hour  hS^  1.714 
Add'l  15 

Minute  779  856 

Visit  44^6  15.000 

Visit  -Lh^  12.965 

Visit  5t894  7.073 

Visit  3j47^  3.827 

Yi^if  ]  J  786 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


Level  I 
Level  II 
Level  III 
Level  IV 
Level  V 
Resuscitation 
Psychiatric  Emergency  Services 
Crisis  Intervention  -  PES 
Crisis  Stabilization  -  PES 

General  Clinic 

Initial 

E/M  Focused  Exam 

E/M  Expanded  Exam 

E/M  Detailed  Exam 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 

E/M  Complex  Exam 

Established  Patient 

E/M  Brief  Exam 

E/M  Focused  Exam 

E/M  Expanded  Exam 

E/M  Detailed  Exam 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


Consultation 

E/M  Focused  Consult 

Medical  Marijuana 

Medical  Marijuana  ID 
Medical  Marijuana  ID  (Medi-Cai 
Beneficiaries) 

Primary  Care 

Initial 

E/M  Focused  Exam 

E/M  Expanded  Exam 

E/M  Detailed  Exam 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 

E/M  Complex  Exam 

Established  Patient 

E/M  Brief  Exam 

E/M  Focused  Exam 
E/M  Expanded  Exam 

E/M  Detailed  Exam 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 

Dontal  Services 

Initial  Complete  Exam 

Periodic  Exam 

Prophylaxis  -  Adult 

Prophylaxis  -  Child 
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Adult  Immunizntion  Clinic 
Vaccines 

Hepatitis  A  Per  Injection  64-  59 
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Influenza  Per  Injection  27  25_ 

FluMist  Per  Injection  ^  3Z 

Special  Price       Special  Price 

Other  Vaccines  Per  Injection  List  List 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  i  or  ca/ii«^"B  o'Jldkn «•« 


San  Francisco.  CA  <WI02-»6«9 


Tails 
Ordinance 


File  Number:       090701  Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Section  128  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  to  set  patient  rates  and  other 
services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  effective  July  1,  2009 


June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufiy,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FfNALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


File  No.  090701  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  7,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Angela  Calvillo 
Ilerk  of  the  Board 
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FILE  NO.  090702 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Emergency  Medical  Services  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  by  amending  Section  901  and 

adding  Section  914.5,  and  amending  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations 

Code  Section  249.8,  to  amend  definitions,  add  fees  and  a  Certificate  of  Participation 

requirement  for  facilities  that  receive  patients  through  ambulance  service  providers, 

and  make  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikethroug^i  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  ol 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     Q^Q^Q^  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
901  and  adding  Section  914.5,  and  amending  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations 
Code  Section  249.8,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  901.  DEFINITIONS. 

The  following  words  and  phrases  when  used  in  this  Article  have  the  meanings  set  forth 

herein: 

(a){e^  "Ambulance"  means  a  vehicle  specially  constructed,  modified,  equipped,  or 
arranged  to  accommodate  a  gumeystrctchcr  and  operated  commercially  for  the  purpose  of 
medicaluFgent  transportation  of  sick,  injured,  convalescent,  infirm,  or  otherwise  incapacitated 
persons.  As  used  herein,  iirg^^^fia$p/p^^^(i(^}^.^cans  transporting  by  ambulance  of  a  person  H) 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT 
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(b)       "Ambulance  Sen'ice  Provider"  means  a  person  who  furnishes  or  offers  to  furnish 
emergency  medical  services  usins  an  ambulance. 

(cifh}  "Certificate  means  a  Certificate  of  Operation"  means  a  document  t^mt  shall  be 
issued  by  the  Director  to  a  person  who  qualifies  to  operate  an  ambulance  er-r^utinc  medical 
tnms}}eri-^-ehiele-seFviee-'\r\  the  C\\.y-and-Gounty  of  San  Francisco. 

(d)  "Certificate  of  Participation"  means  a  document  that  the  Director  issues  to  a  Receivins 
Hospital  or  STEMI  Center  to  authorize  the  facility  to  receive  patients  through  Ambulance  Service 
Providers. 

(e)  M  "City"  means  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(flf-b)  I'Color  scheme^'  means  a  particular  design,  consisting  of  appliances,  colors, 

figures  and  letters,  or  any  combination  thereof,  assigned  to  a  particular  person  for  application 
to  the  ambulance  or  ambulances,  or  to  routine  medical  transport  vehicle  or  vehicles 
authorized  to  be  operated  by  such  person,  for  purposes  of  identification  and  distinction. 

(g)      ^'Department,"  unless  otherwise  indicated,  means  the  Department  of  Public 
Health  of  the  CWy-emd  Comm-ef-Sm^  Francisee. 

(hjfe}  ^'Director"  means  the  Director  of  the  Department,  or  the  Medical  Director  of  the  EMS 

Agency,  if  required  by  State  law.  Health  Care  Services,  or  his  or designated  agents  or 
representatives,  of  City. 

(i)        'EMS  Agency  "  means  the  Cit\> 's  Emergency  Medical  Services  Agency,  which  is 
designated  as  the  local  EMS  Agency  under  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  Section  1 797.200. 

(i)  "Facility"  means  any  place  or  buildins  that  is  organized,  maintained,  and  operated  for 
the  diagnosis,  care,  prevention,  and  treatment  of  human  illness,  physical  or  mental,  including 
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convalescence  and  rehabilitation  and  including  care  during  and  after  pregnancy,  or  for  any  one  or 
more  of  these  purposes,  for  one  or  more  persons,  to  which  the  persons  are  admitted  for  a  24-hour  stay 

or  longer. 

(k)       "Hospital"  means  an  acute  care  facility  licensed  under  California  Health  and  Safety 
Code,  Chapter  2  (commencins  with  Section  1250)  of  Division  2.  with  a  permit  for  basic  emergency 
service  or  an  out-of-state  acute  care  hospital  which  substantially  meets  the  State  requirements  as 
determined  by  the  local  EMS  agency  that  is  using  the  hospital  in  the  emergency  medical  services 
system,  and  is  licensed  in  the  State. 

(110  ^'Operator"  means  a  person  to  whom  a  Certificate  of  Operation  and  permit  or 

permits  have  been  issued  to  operatefor  purposes  of  oper^tHts  an  ambulance     routine  medical 
transport  vehicle  service. 

(m}fi^  "Permit"  means  a  permit  which  shall  be  issued  by  the  Director  for  an  ambulance 
or  routine  medical  transport  vehicle  conforming  to  the  requirements  of  this  Article  thatwlach  is 
owned  or  controlled  by  a  person  holding  or  qualifying  for  a  Certificate  of  Operation  pursuant  to 
this  ft^rticle. 

Mfd)  "Person"  means  and  includes  an  individual,  a  proprietorship,  firm,  partnership, 
joint  venture,  syndicate,  business  trust,  company,  corporation,  association,  committee. 
governmental  agency,  or  any  other  legal  entity. 

fo)  "Receiving  Hospital"  means  a  licensed  general  acute  care  hospital  certified  by  the  EMS 
Agency  to  receive  patients  through  Ambulance  Service  Providers. 

(p)       "Regulation  "  means  any  ndes,  regulations,  policies,  procedures  or  protocols 
promulgated  by  the  Director,  the  State,  or  under  Federal  law  regarding  emergency  medical  services. 

-^9 — "Routine  medical  transport  vehicle"  moans  a  vehicle  specifically  constructed,  modified, 
equipped,  or  airangcd  to  accommodate  a  stretcher  and  operated  commercially  for  the  putpose  of 
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(q)       "STEM!"  means  ST  segment  elevation  myocardial  infarction,  a  type  of  hear!  aitack.  or 
myocardial  infarction,  that  is  caused  by  a  prolonged  period  of  blocked  blood  supply,  which  affects  a 
large  area  of  the  heart  muscle,  and  causes  changes  on  an  electrocardiogram  and  in  the  blood  levels  of 
key  chemical  markers. 

(r)  "STEMI  Center"  means  a  facility  designated  byJhe  EMS  Agency  to  receive  ambidances 
and  treat  patients  with  STEMJ. 

SEC.  914.5.  AMBULANCE  DESTINATION  FACILITIES. 

(a)       Certificate  of  Participation  Required.  No  Receiving  Hospital  or  STEMI  Center  shall 
receive  patients  through  Ambulance  Service  Providers  without  obtaining  a  Certificate  of  Participation 
from  the  EMS  Agency.  Any  person  seeldng  to  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Participation  must  apply  on  forms 
provided  by  the  Director,  submit  all  necessary  information,  pay  all  applicable  fees  under  San 
Francisco  Business  and  Professions  Code  Section  249.8,  and  allow  inspections  reqidred  by  the  EMS 
Agency.  Failure  to  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Participation  shall  preclude  a  person  from  receivins:  patients 


through  an  Ambulance  Service  Provider. 

(b)       Penalties.  Following  notice  and  a  hearing,  the  Director  may  impose  fines  up  to  $1,000 
per  violation,  per  day,  for  each  day  a  violation  is  committed  or  permitted  to  continue,  or  revoke  or 
suspend  a  Certificate  of  Participation  if  the  Director  finds  that  any  person  violated  this  Article, 
regulations  issued  by  the  Director  under  this  Article,  or  any  applicable  local,  State  or  Federal  laws. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  249.8  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  249.8.  EMERGENCY  MEDICAL  SERVICES.  PRWAT&AMBULANCE-Sr 
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(a)  Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  operating  a  private  ambulance  that 
requires  a  Certificate  of  Operation  pemnt  from  the  Health  Department  shall  pay  an  initial 
ambulance  provider pertmi  application  fee  of  $10,000  at  the  time  of  filing  the  initial  application, 
and  an  annual  renewal  fee  of  $5,000  to  the  City  Treasurer. 

(b)  Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  holding  a  Certificate  of  Operation  must  also  pay  OB 
well  fl5  an  annual  ambulance  permitUeense  fee  of  %1. 6001,  ^00  for  each  vehicle  to  the  City 
TreasurerTax  Collector.  ¥hc  annual  lieefise^ees-prcscribcd  by  this  Section  arc  due  and  payable  on  an 
annual  basis. 

(c)  As  authorized  by  Title  22  of  the  California  Code  of  Regulations,  the  followins  fees  are 
due  and  payable  to  the  City  Treasurer  by  every  person,  firm  or  corporation  applying  for  and  renewing 
the  certification  for  an  Emergency  Medical  Services  ("EMS")  Training  Program: 

(1)  EMS  Training  Program  Initial  Application:  57. 775  for  a  Paramedic  Program. 
$1,185  for  an  Emergency  Medical  Technician  ("EMT")  Program,  and  $595  for  a  Continuing  Education 
Program. 

(2)  EMS  Training  Program  Renewal,  due  every  four  years  from  the  time  of  the  last 
renewal:  $890  for  a  Paramedic  Program,  $650  for  an  EMT  Program,  and  $360  for  a  Continuing 

Education  Prosram. 

(d)  As  authorized  by  Title  22  of  the  California  Code  of  Regulations  and  Section  1797.212  of  the 
California  Health  and  Safety  Code,  the  following  fees  are  due  and  payable  to  the  EMS  Agency  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Health  bv  persons  applying  for  and  renewing  EMT  Certificates: 

(1)  EMT  Certificate,  not  including  EMT-Paramedic:  $34  due  every  rvvo  years. 

(2)  EMT-Paramedic  Accreditation:  $31  for  the  initial  application  only. 

(e)  As  authorized  by  Sections  1 798.  1 798. 2.  and  1 798. 1 64  of  the  California  Health  and 
Safety  Code,  the  following  fees  are  due  and  payable  annually  in  advance  to  the  City  Treasurer  by  the 
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followins  facilities  (as  defined  in  Section  901  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code)  that  receive  patients 
throush  Ambulance  Service  Providers: 

(1)  Receiving  Hospital:  $10.719. 

(2)  STEMl  (ST segment  elevation  myocardial  infarction)  Heart  Attack  Center: 

$13.310. 

basjsrThe  fees  in  this  section  shall  be  retroactive  and  effective  as  of  May  1,  2009. 

(g)       Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2009-2010  and  annually  thereafter,  the  fees  set  forth  in  this 
section  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Superxisors.  as  set  forth  in 
this  subsection.  Not  later  than  April  1,  the  Director  shall  report  to  the  Controller  the  revenues 
generated  by  the  fees  for  the  prior  fiscal  year  and  the  prior  fiscal  year's  costs  of  operation,  as  well  as 
any  other  information  that  the  Controller  determines  appropriate  to  the  performance  of  the  duties  set 
forth  in  this  Article.  Not  later  than  May  15,  the  Controller  shall  determine  whether  the  current  fees 
have  produced  or  are  projected  to  produce  revenues  sufficient  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the 
sen'ices  for  which  the  fee  is  assessed  and  that  the  fees  will  not  produce  revenue  that  is  significantly 
more  than  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  the  fee  is  assessed.  The  Controller  shall,  if 
necessary,  adjust  the  fees  upward  or  downward  for  the  upcoming  fiscal  year  as  appropriate  to  ensure 
that  the  program  recovers  the  costs  of  operation  without  producing  reveime  that  is  significantly  more 
1 9  I     than  such  costs.  The  adjusted  rates  shall  become  operative  on  July  1. 


20 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


Cecilia  T.  Mangoba 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090702 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Healttn  Code  by  amending  Section  901  and  adding  Section 
914.5,  and  amending  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  Section  249.8,  to  amend 
definitions,  add  fees  and  a  Certificate  of  Participation  requirement  for  facilities  that  receive  patients 
through  ambulance  service  providers,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Super^'isors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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File  No.  090702  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  7,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  090703 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Chain  Restaurant  Surcharge.] 

Ordinance  adding  Section  249.21  to  the  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to  impose 

a  surcharge  on  chain  restaurants  that  qualify  as  food  facilities  under  State  law  to 

recover  the  Department  of  Public  Health's  costs  of  enforcing  California  Health  and 

Safety  Code  Sec.  114094  regarding  disclosure  of  nutritional  and  calorie  content 

information,  add  provisions  for  the  Controller  to  adjust  fees  annually,  and  making 

environmental  findings. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  s-^k-e-^n^ugh  ualic-s-Timcs  Ncw-R^mH}. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  dgy ble-u nderljrLe^; 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stRkethfough  nornRal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of' 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     090703  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section.  2.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  249.21 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  249.21.  FOOD  FACILITY  SURCHARGE. 

(a)  Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  ensaged  in  the  business  of  operating  a  Food  Facility 
shall  pay  a  surcharge  annually  in  advance  to  the  Tax  Collector  in  the  amount  of  $285.  "Food  Facility" 
for  purposes  of  this  section  shall  have  the  same  meaning  set  forth  in  California  Health  and  Safety  Code 

Section  114094,  or  any  successor  provisions. 
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(h)       Be^wnins  with  fiscal  year  2009-2010  and  annually  thereafter,  the  surcharge  set  forth  in 


this  Section  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  as  set  forth 
in  this  Section. 

(c)       Not  later  than  April  1.  the  Director  of  Health,  or  his  or  her  designee,  shall  report  to  the 
Controller  the  revenues  eenerated  by  the  surcharge  for  the  prior  fiscal  year  and  the  prior  fiscal  year's 
costs  of  operation,  as  well  as  any  other  information  that  the  Controller  determines  appropriate  to  the 
performance  of  the  duties  set  forth  in  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  Section  1 14094.  or  any 
successor  provisions.  Not  later  than  May  15.  the  Controller  shall  determine  whether  the  current 
surcharge  has  produced  or  is  projected  to  produce  revenues  sufficient  to  support  the  costs  of  providing 
the  services  for  which  the  surcharge  is  assessed  and  that  the  surcharge  will  not  produce  revenue  that  is 


10 

1 1  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of  providins:  the  services  for  which  the  surcharge  is  assessed.  The 

12  ;  I     Controller  shall,  if  necessaj-y.  adjust  the  surcharge  upward  or  downward  for  the  upcoming  fiscal  year 

13  !|  as  appropriate  to  ensure  that  the  program  recovers  the  costs  of  operation  without  producing  revenue 
1 A        that  is  significantly  more  than  such  costs.  The  adjusted  rates  shall  become  operative  on  July  1. 


16       APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
^  ^       DENNIS  J/^y^ERRERA,  City  Attorney 

18  By: 

Cecilia  T.  Mangoba 
1^  Deputy  City  Attorney 
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File  Number:        090703  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adding  Section  249.21  to  tine  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to  impose  a  surcharge 
on  chain  restaurants  that  qualify  as  food  facilities  under  State  law  to  recover  the  Department  of  Public 
Health's  costs  of  enforcing  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  Sec  114094  regarding  disclosure  of 
nutritional  and  calorie  content  information,  adding  provisions  for  the  Controller  to  adjust  fees  annually, 
and  making  environmental  findings. 


June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Cliiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supei-visors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  7.  2009  by 
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FILE  NO.  090711 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Clubhouses  and  Gymnasiums.] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.21 
to  increase  the  fees  at  the  Clubhouses  and  Gymnasiums,  to  eliminate  the  reservation 
fee  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings, 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090711  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.21 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12,21.  CLUBHOUSES  AND  GYMNASIUMS. 

(a)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  use  of  clubhouses: 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 
deletions  are  sfrihnlimHgf^Mialies'-Times-New-R-^nBfi. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlinexj. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethreygh-nofma]. 


Reservation  Fee 


Hourly  Rate* 


Stern  Grove  (Trocadero) 


Monday  --  Thursday 


>  40.00 


SlW.OO  120.00 


Friday  --  Sunday 


$  }  50. 00 


$115.00   NO.  00 


Legal  Holidays 


$:N4rW  140.00 
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*Six  hour  minimum  rental 

Jh litis  Kahn 

$15.00 

$65rW  70.00 

West  Portal  Clubhouse 

$15.00 

$65.00 

Class  AAA  Clubhouses 

$70.00 

Class  A  Recreation  Center 

$5S0 

$40rW  45.00 

Class  B  Large  Clubhouse 

%5rm- 

35.00 

Class  C  Small  Clubhouse 

$MrW  25.00 

*Two  hour  minimum  rental  plus  staff  time  at  prevailing  rate. 

(b)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  use  of  ^'mnasiums: 


Hourly  Rate  * 

Class  AA  Gyms 

$125.00 

Class  A  Gyms 

$100.00 

Class  B  Gyms 

$  75.00 

Class  C  Gyms 

$  50.00 

*  Two  hour  minimum,  plus  staff  time  at  prevailing  rate. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By  ^04^^^^^^^^^ 
VIROINIA"  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
DeptJty  City  Attorney 
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San  Francuco,  CA  94102-4689 


File  Number:       090711  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.21  to  increase  the 
fees  at  the  Clubhouses  and  Gymnasiums,  to  eliminate  the  reservation  fee  and  making  environmental 
findings, 

June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READrNG 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


File  No.  09071  1  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  7,  2009  by 
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County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  090713 


[Recreation  and  Park — Day  Camp  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12,15 
to  increase  fees  for  Day  Camps  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  {California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et,  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.   Q90713  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.15,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.15.  DAY  CAMP  FEES. 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  Recreation  and  Park  Department  day  camps 

per  week.  Half-day  camps  are  half  of  the  amount  shown. 


Note: 


(a)  Program 


S.F.  Residents 


Non-S.F.  Residents 


Pine  Lake  Standard 


115.00 


%1 23.00  168.00 


Camp^: 
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Silver  Tree 
Specially  Camp5 

%^$^  230.00 

$123.00  336.00 

Camp  Gourmet 

$3"^  00 

$u^rm 

AMefie  Day  Tennis 

Camp5 

{2  M'f  cVc?  lotal) 

$170.00  192.00 

{■2  weeks  total) — 
Han'cv  Milk  Center 

%  170.00  176.00 

$M6rm- 

Pacific  Art  Camp 
(ages  1  6} 

$42.00 

(b)  Randall  Museum  Camps 


Day  Camps  (S-dm^ 

$2{)0rW  195.00 

$290.00- 

Mather  Youth  Camp 

(5  days,  4  nights) 

$300.00 

$345.00 

(c)  Priority  will  be  given  to  San  Francisco  residents. 


(d)  The  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  shall  adopt  policies  and  procedures 
to  offer  a  50%  reduction  in  fees  for  low-income  San  Francisco  residents,  and  to 
determine  a  discount  for  families  with  two  or  more  children  attending  Recreation 
and  Park  Department  Day  Camps. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  \i>^^.(r.W-^^tVK^ 
Vir^ia  Dario  Elizondo 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  C  ounty  of  San  Francisco 
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Ciiy  Hall 
1  Dr.  Cnriion  B.  Goodlcii  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12  15  to  increase 
fees  for  Day  Camps  and  making  environmental  findings 


June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  ~  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  !  I  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbenid,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Aliolo-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Cliu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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FILE  NO.  090714  ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Recreation  and  Park — Kezar  Parking  Lot  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.08 
to  increase  fees  for  parking  in  the  lot  at  the  Kezar  Stadium  and  making  environmental 
findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Ti^nes  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stFikethrough-normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et.  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     Q^Q^lA  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.08,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.08.  PARKING  FEES  ON  RECREATION  AND  PARK  PROPERTY. 

(a)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  parking  at  the  Kezar  Parking  Lot. 

(1)  Hourly  Parking  Rates 


0--1  hour 

%-!-rS^2.50 

1-2  hours 

$^rW-5.00 

2-3  hours 

$S-QO  7_00 

3-4  hours 

$^  10.00 
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4--5  hours 

$9.W  J  2.00 

5--6  hours 

$44tWJ4.00 

6--7  hours 

$44tQ0  J  6.00 

7-24  hours 

$i4rW  J 8.00 

Special  Event  Parking 

10.00 

Validation 

$1.25 

(2)  Monthly  Parking  Rates 


Resident 

$J]5.00   J 40.00 

Seniors 

60.00 

Commercial 
(Monday-Friday) 

$140.00  165.00 

(3)  Other  Rates 


Lost  Ticket  Fee 

$:^^  18.00 

Validated  Ticket  Books 
(100  stickers) 

%U5S0  150.00 

(b)  Candlestick  Parking  Lots. 

(1)  The  daily  fee  for  vehicles  and  trailers  parking  in  the  television  compound 
during  football  season  and  for  televised  soccer  events  shall  be  $1,000.00  per 
day. 

(2)  The  fee  for  automobile  and  tire  manufacturer  and/or  dealer  shows  shall  be 
$2,500.00  per  day  for  set-up  and  breakdown  and  $5,000.00  per  day  for  the 
show. 
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(3)  The  fee  for  car  clubs  shall  be  $2,500.00  per  day  plus  an  additional 
$1 ,250.00  for  use  of  the  entire  lot  which  includes  the  RV  section. 

(4)  The  fee  for  photography  shoots  shall  be  $2,500.00  per  day  for  use  of  the 
parking  lot,  and  $4,000.00  per  day  for  use  of  the  stadium. 

(c)  Other  Recreation  and  Park  Property.  The  daily  fee  for  parking  on  other  Recreation 
and  Park  property,  except  for  garages  and  specifically  designated  parking  lots  subject 
to  separate  fee-setting  procedures,  shall  be  from  $.50  (fifty  cents)  to  $1.00  per  hour, 
the  amount  to  be  determined  by  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  after  considering 
the  costs  of  parking  in  the  areas  adjacent  to  the  park  property. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Vir^ia  Dario  Elizondo 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  09071 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Japanese  Tea  Garden  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Soction  12.05 
to  add  a  non  resident  entrance  fee  for  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.   090718  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.05,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.05.  JAPANESE  TEA  GARDEN 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  admission  to  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden: 


Note: 


Age/  Category 


Admission  Fee 
S.F.  Residents 


Non-Residents 


Adult 


$5.00 


S7.00 


Senior  (65+) 


$3.00 


S5.on 


Youth  (12-17  years) 


S3. 00 


i.-?.  on 


Child  (5--11  years) 


$1.50 


$2.00 


Child  (4  years  and  under) 


$0.00 
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(b)  Audio  Tours:  Upon  development,  and  approval  by  the  Commission,  of  an  audio 
tour  for  the  facility,  the  entrance  fee  for  the  facility  shall  be  increased  by  $1 .00  to  cover  the 
cost  of  rental  of  the  tour. 

(c)  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  is  authorized  to  designate  three  free  hours  per 
week  for  entry  to  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden. 

(d)  The  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  is  authorized  to  establish  programs  offering: 

(1 )  Bulk  purchase  admission  tickets  for  groups  of  over  20  people  at  a  discount  of  no 
more  than  50  cents  from  the  standard  individual  admission  fee; 

(2)  Special  time-limited  promotions  to  change  admission  fees  (including,  but  not 
limited  to,  joint  marketing  promotions,  coupons,  free  hours  or  days).  Promotional  discounts  will 
be  limited  to  the  equivalent  of  20,000  full  price  admissions  annually. 

(3)  The  Department  will  report  within  90  days  of  the  end  of  any  promotion,  or  annually 
for  ongoing  promotions,  to  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  of  the  efficacy  of  any 
promotion  in  increasing  visitation  and  the  impact  on  revenues  to  the  Department. 

(e)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  weddings  in  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden: 


Reservation  fee 

$300.00 

Hourly  rate,  minimum  2  hours 

$100.00 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090720 


[Recreation  and  Park— Conservatory  of  Flowers.] 


Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.34 

to  add  a  non-resident  entrance  fee  for  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers  and  making 

environmental  findings. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  smke-tiir^HglM^ktlies  -Times-Ncw  Ri^miw . 
Board  amendment  additions  are  do_uble-underHned; 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et.  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     090720         and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 
Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  Section  12.34.  to  read  as 
follows: 

SEC.  12.34.  CONSERVATORY  OF  FLOWERS  FEES. 

(a)  Admission  Fees.  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  admission  to  the 
Conservatory  of  Flowers: 


Age/Category 

S.F.  Residents 

Non-Residents 

Adults 

S5.00 

$7.00 

Youth  12--17  and  Seniors  65  and  over 

$3.00 

S5.00 

Children  5--11 

$1.50 

$2.00 
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Children  4  and  under 

No  fee 

No  fee 

San  Francisco  school  groups  K-12  with  prior 
scheduling 

no  fee 

(b)  In  addition,  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers  will  be  open  without  charge  one  day  each  month 
and  on  sponsored  special  event  days. 

(c)  Facility  Rental  Fees.  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  rental  of  Conservatory  of 
Flowers  facilities: 


Rental  Area 

Hourly  Rate 

Minimum 
Hours 

Conservatory  Only: 

After  Hours  Tours 

$600.00 

2 

Event 

$1,250.00 

2 

Garden  Club,  Botanical  Garden,  or  University 
Botanical  Program  Tours 

$3.00  per 
person 

None 

Conservatory  &  Reception  Space: 

Wedding  Ceremony 

$3,000.00 

2 

Wedding  Ceremony  and  Reception 

31,450.00 

6 

Corporate  Event* 

$1,500.00 

4 
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All  Other  Events 

$1,250.00 

2 

Children's  (Ages  5--13)  Birthday  Party 

$200.00 

3 

*  "Corporate  Event"  means  any  rental  by,  on  behalf  of  or  in  connection  with  any  corporate 
entity,  except  for  any  entity  qualifying  for  tax-exempt  status  under  26  U.S.C.  §  501  (c)(3). 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 
in  Committee  -  6/15/09 


FILE  NO.  090367 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Planning  Code  Amendment  -  Philanthropic  Administrative  Service  Use;  Zoning  Map 
Amendment-2503  Clay  Street.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  adding  Section  790.107  to 
define  a  Philanthropic  Administrative  Service  Use  and  by  adding  718.85  to  the  Zoning 
Control  Table  in  Section  718  to  authorize  a  Philanthropic  Administrative  Service  Use  as 
a  permitted  use  in  the  Upper  Fillmore  Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District; 
amending  Sheet  ZN02  of  the  Zoning  Maps  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to 
change  the  zoning  for  Assessor's  Block  0630,  Lot  032  (2503  Clay  Street)  from  RH-2  to 
Upper  Fillmore  Street  NCD;  adopting  findings,  including  environmental  findings, 
Section  304  302  findings,  and  findings  of  consistency  v^/ith  the  General  Plan  and  the 
priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  finds  that: 

(a)  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
ordinance  comply  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources 
Code  Section  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  in  File  No.  090367  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

(b)  These  Planning  Code  and  Zoning  Map  amendments  will  sen/e  the  public 
necessity,  convenience,  and  welfare  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission 
Resolution  No.     17889       recommending  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  approve  said 
amendments,  and  the  Board  incorporates  such  reasons  herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of 
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Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.   17889         is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  in  File  No.    090367  . 

(c)      These  Planning  Code  and  Zoning  Map  amendments  are  consistent  with  the 
General  Plan  and  with  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101,1  for  the  reasons  set 
forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.    ^7889  and  the  Board  incorporates  such 

reasons  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
790.107,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  790.  J  07.  SERVICE.  PHILANTHROPIC  ADMINISTRATIVE. 

A  nonretail  use  which  provides  executive,  management,  administrative,  and  clerical  sefvices 
and  support  related  to  philanthropic  activities  that  sen>e  non-pro  fit  institutions  and  organizations;  such 
philanthropic  activities  may  include  funding  and  support  of  educational,  medical,  environmental, 
cultural,  and  social  services  institutions  and  organization.  Such  uses; 

fa)  may  not  be  located  on  the  first  stoty  of  buildings,  where  the  most  recent  prior  use  of  which 
was  any  use  other  than  residential  or  office;  and 

(b)  may  be  located  in  a  single  undivided  space  not  physically  separated  from  a  residential  use; 
provided  that; 

(1)  any  Residential  Conversion  above  the  first  stofy,  associated  with,  or  following, 
commencement  of  such  use  shall  be  considered  a  conditional  use  requiring  approval  pursuant  to 
Section  703.2(b)(1)(B);  and 

(2)  any  loss  of  dwelling  units  described  in  Section  31 7  shall  require  approval  as  provided  in 
Section  317. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
718  to  add  subsection  718.85,  to  read  as  follows: 

,SF,C.  7 IS.  ni'PFR  FIFLMORF,  STRFFT  NFIGI IBORllOOD  COMMF,RCL-\L  DISTRICT 
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ZONING  CONTROL  TABLE 


Upper  Fillmore  Street 


No. 


Zoning  Category 


§  References 


Controls 


BUILDING  STANDA1U)S 


718.10 


Height  and  Bulk  Limit 


§§  102.12, 105, 
106,  250-252, 
260,  270,  271 


Lot  Size  [Per  Development] 


\  790.56,  121.1 


Pup  to  4,999  sq.ft.;  C 
5,000  sq.  ft.  &  above  § 
121.1 


718.12 


\  130,  134,  136 


Required  at  the  second 
story  and  above  and  at  all 
residential  levels  §  134(a) 

(e) 


Street  Frontage 


Required  §  145.1 


718.14 


Awning 


5  790.20 


P  §  136.1(a) 


718.15 


Canopy 


§  790.26 


P  §  136.1(b) 


Marquee 


>  790.58 


P  §  136.1(c) 


Street  Trees 


Required  §  143 


COMMERCIAL  AND  INSTITUTIONAL  STANDARDS  AND  USES 


718.20 


Floor  Area  Ratio 


§§  102.9, 102.11, 
123 


2.5  to  1  §  124(a)  (b) 


Use  Size  [Non-Residential] 


P  up  to  2,499  sq.  ft.;  C 
2,500  sq.  ft.  &  above  § 
121.2 


Off-Street  Parking, 
Commercial/Institutional 


§§  150,  1 53-157, 
159-160,  204.5 


Generally,  none  required 
if  occupied  floor  area  is 
less  than  5,000  sq.  ft.  §§ 
151,  161(g) 
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718.23 

OIT-Slreet  Freij^ht  Loadinj^ 

§§  150,  153-155, 
204.5 

Generally,  none  required 
if  gross  floor  area  is  less 
than  10,000  sq.  ft.  §§  152, 
161(b) 

718  24 
718.25 

Outdoor  Activity  Area 

§  790.70 

P  if  located  in  front;  C  if 
located  elsewhere  § 
145.2(a) 

Drive-Up  Facility 

§  790.30 

718.26 

Walk-Lip  Facility 

§  790.140 

P  if  recessed  3  ft.;  C  if 
not  recessed  §  145.2(b) 

718.27 

Hours  of  Operation 

§  790.48 

P  6  a.m.~2  a.m.;  C  2 
a.m.— 6  a.m. 

718.30 

General  Advertising  Sign 

§§  262,  602-604, 
608,  609 

718.31 

Business  Sign 

§§  262,  602-604, 
608,  609 

P  §  607.1(1)2 

718.32 

Other  Signs 

§§  262,  602-604, 
608, 609 

P  §  607.1(c)  (d)(g) 

No. 

Zoning  Category 

§  References 

Upper  Fillmore  Street 

Controls  by  Story 

§  790.1  18 

1st 

2nd 

3rd+ 

718.38 

Residential  Conversion 

§  790.84 

P 

C 

718.39 

Residential  Demolition 

§  790.86 

P 

C 

C 

Retail  Sales  and  Services 

718.40 

Other  Retail  Sales  and 
Services  [Not  Listed 
Below] 

§  790.102 

P 

P 

718.41 

Bar 

§  790.22 

718.42 

Full-Service  Restaurant 

§  790.92 

718.43 

Large  Fast  Food 
Restaurant 

§  790.90 
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718.44 

Small  Self-Service 
Restaurant 

§  790.91 

718.45 

Liquor  Store 

§  790.55 

C 

718.46 

Movie  Theater 

§  790.64 

P 

718.47 

Adult  Entertainment 

§  790.36 

718.48 

Other  Entertainment 

§  790.38 

C 

1  718.49 

Financial  Service 

§  790.110 

c 

718.50 

Limited  Financial 
Service 

§  790.112 

c 

718.51 

Medical  Service 

§790.114 

p 

p 

718.52 

Personal  Service 

§  790.116 

p 

718.53 

Business  or  Professional 
Service 

§  790.108 

p 

p 

718.54 

Massage  Establishment 

S  790  60  S 
1900  Health 
Code 

c 

718.55 

Tourist  Hotel 

§  790.46 

c 

c 

c 

718.56 

Automobile  Parking 

§§  790.8,  156, 
160 

c 

c 

c 

718.57 

Automotive  Gas  Station 

§  790.14 

718.58 

Automotive  Service 
Station 

§  790.17 

718.59 

Automotive  Repair 

§  790.15 

718.60 

Automotive  Wash 

§790.18 

718.61 

Automobile  Sale  or 
Rental 

§  790.12 

718.62 

Animal  Hospital 

§  790.6 

c 

718.63 

Ambulance  Service 

§  790.2 

718.64 

Mortuary 

§  790.62 

718.65 

Trade  Shop 

§  790.124 

p 

718.66 

Storage 

§  790.117 

1 
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718.68 


Video  Store 

Fringe  Financial  Service 


§  790.135 
§  790.111 


718.69 


Tobacco  Paraphernalia 
Establishments 


§  790.123 


71 8.69  A 


Self-Service  Specialty 
Food 


§  790.93 


Institutions  and  Non-Retail  Sales  and  Services 


Administrative  Service 


§  790.106 


Hospital  or  Medica 
Center 


§  790.44 


718.81 


Other  Institutions, 
Large 


718.82 


Other  Institutions, 
Small 


Public  Use 


§  790.80 


Medical  Cannabis 
Dispensary 


}  790.141 


Philanthropic 
Administrative  Sendees 


^  790.107 


RESIDENTIAL  STANDARDS  AND  USES 


718.90 


Residential  Use 


§  790.88 


Residential  Density, 
Dwelling  Units 


§§  207,  207.1, 
790.88(a) 


Generally,  1  unit  per  600  sq. 
ft.  lot  area  §  207.4 


Residential  Density, 
Group  Housing 


§§  207.1, 
790.88(b) 


Generally,  1  bedroom  per  210 
sq.  ft.  lot  area  §  208 


Usable  Open  Space  [Per 
Residential  Unit] 


§§  135,  136 


Generally,  either  80  sq.  ft.  if 
private,  or  100  sq.  ft.  if 
common  §  135(d) 


Off-Street  Parking, 
Residential 


§§  150, 153- 
157,  159-160, 
204.5 


Generally,  1  space  for  each 
dwelling  unit  §§151,  161(a) 
(8) 


Community  Residential 
Parking 


5  790.10 
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Section  4.  Pursuant  to  Sections  106  and  302(c)  of  tfie  Planning  Code,  the  follov/ing 
change  in  use  classification,  duly  approved  and  recommended  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by 
the  Planning  Commission,  is  hereby  adopted  as  an  amendment  to  Sheet  ZN02  of  the  Zoning 
Maps  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Description  of  Use  District  to  be  Use  District  hereby 
Property  Superseded   Approved  

Assessor's  Block  RH-2  Up.p_er  Fillmore  Street  NCD 

0630,  Lot  032 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By:     ylA^C<^  C^^y^ 

/Jj/)DITH  A.  BOYAJIA^V 
/)eputy  City  Attorney 


Supen/isor  Alioto-Pier 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  7 
6/9/2009 

n:\Jand\as2009\0900476UX)561 569.doc 


City  and  CountA  of  San  Francisco 


City  Hall 
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Tails 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


0O036" 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amentjing  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  adding  Section  790.107  to  define  a 
Philanthropic  Administrative  Service  Use  and  by  adding  718.85  to  the  Zoning  Control  Table  in  Section 
718  to  authorize  a  Philanthropic  Administrative  Service  Use  as  a  permitted  use  in  the  Upper  Fillmore 
Street  Neighborhood  Commercial  District;  amending  Sheet  ZN02  of  the  Zoning  Maps  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  to  change  the  zoning  for  Assessor's  Block  0630,  Lot  032  (2503  Clay  Street) 
from  RH-2  to  Upper  Fillmore  Street  NCD;  adopting  findings,  including  environmental  findings.  Section 
302  findings,  and  findings  of  consistency  with  the  General  Plan  and  the  priority  policies  of  Planning 
Code  Section  101.1. 
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FILE  NO.  090627 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Extending  the  duration  of  the  Film  Rebate  Program  and  limiting  the  rebate  available  to  film 
productions  for  police  services.] 

Ordinance  amending  Administrative  Code  Section  57.8  by  extending  the  Film  Rebate 
Program  through  June  30,  2012  and  modifying  the  definition  of  "qualified  production 
cost"  to  in  order  limit  rebates  available  to  film  productions  for  the  use  of  certain  policG 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

Section  57.8,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  57.8.  FILM  REBATE  PROGRAM 

(a)  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  the  Film  Rebate  Program  is  to  increase  the  number  of 
qualified  film  productions  being  made  in  San  Francisco,  increase  the  number  of  City  residents 
employed  in  the  filmmaking  industry,  and  encourage  the  resulting  economic  benefits  to 
increased  filmmaking  in  San  Francisco. 

(b)  Definitions.  As  used  in  this  Section,  the  following  terms  shall  have  the  following 
meanings: 

(1 )  "Phncipal  photography"  means  the  time  period  and  phase  of  film  production  dunng 
which  the  main  photography  occurs. 

(2)  "Qualified  low-budget  film  production"  means  a  feature-length  film,  television  film, 
television  pilot,  or  each  episode  of  a  television  series,  regardless  of  the  medium  used  to 
create  or  convey  it,  that  is:  (i)  produced  by  a  film  company  that  expends  at  least  55  percent  of 
the  total  principal  photography  days  exclusively  in  the  City  and  (ii)  has  a  total  budget  of  no 

Supervisors  Alioto-Pier,  Dutty  DOCUMEi'^TS  DEPT 
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more  than  $3,000,000.  "Qualified  low-budget  film  production"  shall  not  include:  (i)  a 
documentary  film,  news  or  current  affairs  program,  interview  or  talk  program,  instructional  film 
or  program,  film  or  program  consisting  primarily  of  stock  footage,  sporting  event  or  sporting 
program,  game  show,  award  ceremony,  film  or  program  intended  primarily  for  industrial, 
corporate  or  institutional  end-users,  fundraising  film  or  program,  commercials,  music  videos, 
or  "reality"  program;  or  (ii)  a  production  for  which  records  are  required  under  Title  1 8  United 
States  Code  section  2257,  to  be  maintained  with  respect  to  any  performer  in  such  production. 

(3)  "Qualified  film  production"  means  a  feature-length  film,  television  film,  television 
pilot,  or  each  episode  of  a  television  series,  regardless  of  the  medium  used  to  create  or 
convey  it,  that  is  created  by  a  film  company  that  expends  at  least  65  percent  of  the  total 
principal  photography  days  exclusively  in  the  City.  "Qualified  film  production"  shall  not  include: 

(i)  a  documentary  film,  news  or  current  affairs  program,  interview  or  talk  program, 
instructional  film  or  program,  film  o'  program  consisting  primarily  of  stock  footage,  sporting 
event  or  sporting  program,  game  show,  award  ceremony,  film  or  program  intended  primarily 
for  industrial,  corporate  or  institutional  end-users,  fundraising  film  or  program,  commercials, 
music  videos,  or  "reality"  program;  or  (ii)  a  production  for  which  records  are  required  under 
Title  18  United  States  Code  section  2257.  to  be  maintained  with  respect  to  any  performer  in 
such  production. 

(4)  "Qualified  production  cost,"  means  the  following  expenses  of  a  qualified  low- 
budget  film  production  or  a  qualified  film  production: 

(A)  Any  taxes,  with  the  exception  of  hotel  or  sales  taxes,  paid  to  the  City,  or  any  of  its 
constituent  departments,  the  proceeds  of  which  are  placed  in  the  general  fund; 

(B)  Any  moneys  paid  to  the  City,  or  any  of  its  constituent  departments,  for  the  use  of 
City  property,  equipment,  or  evnp\oyees^H^bidin^r-f^Hh^hl4mif-e4-f<?  o{MHi0fHff  other  than  police 
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services  as  described  in  Chapter  10B  of  this  Administrative  Code  except  as  authorized  in 
subsection  (D)  below',  and 

(C)  Any  daily  use  fees  charged  by  the  Film  Commission,  pursuant  to  Section  57.5  of 
the  Administrative  Code,  to  engage  in  film  production  in  the  City.;  and 

 (D)      Police  services  as  described  in  Chapter  I  OB  of  this  Aciministraiive  Code,  provided  that 

the  such  services  do  not  exceed  4  police  officers  per  day  for  a  total  of  12  hours  maximum  per  day  per 
officer. 

(c)  Rebate  Program. 

(1 )  Allowance  of  Rebate.  A  qualified  low-budget  film  production  or  qualified  film 
production  that  pays  qualified  production  costs  shall  be  entitled  to  a  rebate,  to  be  calculated 
as  provided  herein,  provided  that  the  qualified  production  has  entered  into  a  first  source  hiring 
agreement  with  the  City  that  demonstrates  good  faith  efforts  to  hire  economically 
disadvantaged  individuals  referred  by  the  San  Francisco  Workforce  Development  System  to 
work  for  the  qualified  production.  Good  faith  efforts  shall  include,  at  a  minimum,  consulting 
with  the  FSHA  for  the  purpose  of  preparing  a  list  of  positions  for  which  individuals  referred  by 
the  City  might  qualify,  providing  that  list  to  the  FSHA  at  least  two  weeks  prior  to  the  first  day  of 
shooting,  and  documenting  efforts  to  contact  and  interview  job  candidates  referred  by  the  City 
to  fill  the  positions  listed. 

(2)  Amount  of  Rebate.   The  City  shall  pay  one  dollar  for  each  dollar  the  qualified  low 
budget  film  production  or  qualified  film  production  paid  in  qualified  production  cost  not  to 
exceed  $1 .8  million  dollars  by  June  30,  20I2^W9.  The  rebate  shall  be  paid  from  the  fund  into 
which  the  qualified  production  cost  was  originally  deposited.  In  no  event  shall  the  amount  of 
any  rebate  paid  after  April  1 ,  2009  exceed  $600,000.00.  The  rebate  shall  not  be  paid  from 
funds  dedicated  under  bond  or  other  legal  financing  covenants.   Rebates  paid  under  this 
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Ordinance  iOnUmuwo  no.6-f  <?9f  shall  be  paid  only  to  those  qualified  film  productions  whose 
filming  commenced  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this  Ordinance. 

(3)   Implementation.  After  holding  a  public  heanng,  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Film 
Commission,  in  consultation  with  the  Controller,  shall  promulgate  rules  and  regulations  to 
establish  the  procedures  for  implementation  of  the  Film  Rebate  Program.  Such  rules  shall 
include  provisions  describing  the  application  process,  the  standards  used  to  evaluate  the 
applications,  the  documentation  that  will  be  required  to  substantiate  the  amount  of  the  rebate, 
the  appeal  process,  and  any  such  other  provisions  as  deemed  necessary  and  appropriate  to 
carry  out  the  Film  Rebate  Program. 

(d)  Reports.  The  Executive  Director  shall  report  annually  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
on  the  implementation  of  the  Film  Rebate  Program.  The  report  shall  include  a  list  of  each 
qualified  film  production,  residency  of  employees,  and  the  total  of  qualified  production  costs 
submitted  and  paid  to  each  film  production.  Annually  for  the  first  three  years  after  enactment 
of  this  Ordinance  the  Controller  shall  perform  an  assessment  and  review  of  the  effect  of  the 
Film  Rebate  Program.  Based  on  such  assessment  and  review,  the  Controller  shall  prepare 
and  submit  an  analysis  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  The  Analysis  shall  be  based  on  criteria 
deemed  relevant  by  the  Controller,  and  may  include  but  is  not  limited  to  data  contained  in  the 
annual  reports  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  submitted  by  the  Director  of  the  Film  Commission. 

(e)  The  Film  Rebate  Program  shall  expire  on  June  30,  20J22W9,  unless  extended  by 
ordinance.  If  the  Film  Rebate  Program  is  not  extended,  the  City  Attorney  shall  cause  this 
Section  to  be  removed  from  future  editions  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Code  without 
further  action  of  the  Board. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM; 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


Adine  K.  Varah 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090712 


ORDINANCE  NO.  ' 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Aquatic  Facilities  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.40 

to  increase  the  fees  at  the  Aquatic  facilities  and  making  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  .Wu  Roman; 

deletions  are  st^Hh^tlnH^ngkH^itUes-Times  -Sf  w  Rvnuin. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined- 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stftkethfough-noFmal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21 000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  ^^^^^^    and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.40,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.40.  AQUATIC. 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  use  of  aquatic  facilities  and  other  aquatic 
related  activities. 

(a)  Entry  Fees 


(1) 

Children  17  yrs  and  under 

Recreation  Swim 

S  1.00 

Lap  Swim 

S  1.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  *  ** 

$16.00 

Summer  Recreation  Pass  (10  weeks  beginning  the 

S20.00 

oU  vet  .  '  ■\,' 
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Monday  after  the  SFUSD  school  year  ends  and  ends  the 
day  before  SFUSD  school  year  begins)*  ** 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

%150. 00 170.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$20.00 

(2) 

Adults  (18+  yrs  ) 

Recreation  Swim 

UrQO  $5.00 

Lap  Swim 

$4rW  $5.00 

Water  Exercise 

$6r09$7.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  *  ** 

mrW  $66.00 

Recreation  Swim  Scrip  Ticket  for  10  sessions** 

$36.00  $45.00 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

$550  00 
$600.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$53r00  $60.00 

(3) 

Seniors  (65+  yrs) 

Recreation  Swim 

$4.00 

Lap  Swim 

$4.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  *  ** 

$35.00 

Recreation  Scrip  Ticket  for  10  sessions** 

$21.00 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

%^J^  400.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$31.00 

(4) 

Economic  Need 

Scrip  Ticket  for  10  swims 

$21.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$31.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass*  ** 

$37.00 
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Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 


%mTm  400.00 


*  Monthly  and  yearly  passes  will  have  a  picture  ID  and  a  replacement  fee  will  be 
charged  for  lost  or  stolen  passes. 
**  Does  not  include  lessons  or  water  exercise, 
(b)  Lessons 


(1) 

Pre-school/tiny  tots  (with  parent)  (10  sessions) 

$53.00 

(2) 

Learning  to  swim 

Youth  (6  yrs  &  48"  tall)  Summer  Program  (10  classes/30 
minutes) 

$20.00  $25.00 

Youth  (6  yrs  &  48"  tall)  (10  classes/40  minutes) 

$37.00  $42.00 

Adult  (10  classes/45  minutes) 

$67.00 

(3) 

Water  Exercise  (all  ages,  one  class) 

$4rm  S7.00 

(4) 

Semi-private  (3  students  per  instructor)  (5  classes/30 
minutes) 

$105.00  per 
person 

(5) 

Private  lessons  (5  classes/30  minutes) 

$160.00 

(6) 

Pre-competitive  Swim  Teams  (10  classes/60  minutes) 

$50.00 

(c)  Classes  (fees  do  not  include  cost  of  materials  or  certification  costs) 

(1) 

CPR 

363.00 

(2) 

First  Aid 

$53.00 

(3) 

Lifeguard  Training 

$105.00 

(4) 

Lifeguard  Training  -  Challenge 

S50.00 

(5) 

Title  22 

$105.00 

(6) 

Pet  First  Aid 

S37.00 

(7) 

Water  Safety  Instructor 

$105.00 

Mayor  Newsom 
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(8) 


Stroke  Clinic 


$125.00 


(d)  Swim  Team  Pool  Rental***  per  hour 


(1) 


MOU  ^vw»?  Teams  +  Age  Group  Teams/ Marionettes 


$24.00 


(2) 


MOU  Masters  Swim  Teams+ 


$46.00 


(3) 


MOU  additional  lanes 


).00 


(4) 


Swim  Teams/Schools/Masters  Pool  Rentals 


$75.00  per 

$15  00  per  lane 

$95.00  per 
hour  or  $20.00 


per  lane  per 
hour 


+Requires  certification  of  Red  Cross  safety  training  for  swim  coaches  and  certification 
as  a  swim  coach  by  the  applicable  sanctioning  organization, 
(e)  Pool  Rental***  (minimum  2  hours) 


Special  Events  (1  35  people)  (1-20 
people) 

$150.00 per  hour  $1 75.00  per  hour 

Special  Events  (every  additional 
25-  [0  people) 

$50.00  per  hour 

***  For  entire  pool  except:  Sava  =  4  lanes;  and  MLK,  Jr.  =  8  lanes 

(f)  Birthday  Package  (includes  1  hour  pool  program,  1 .5  hours  community  room  (SitYa 

\€H>r) 


MLK  Pool 


S~l  -  ^20  children 


$31 5.00  Residents.  $415  Non 
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Sava  Pool 

people 

Residents 
Si  20.00 

Hamilton  Pool 

1-20  people 

$400  Resident.  $550  Nan  Resident 

$1 7. 00  each  additional  participant 

(maximum  10 ) 

Hamilton  Pool  with 
Recreation  Director 
Activities 

$550  Resident.  $650  Non  Residents 

$22. 00  each  additional  participant 
(maximum  10) 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  im^a2^sMM3y}^A/^ 

VIFi^lNIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  Hall 
1  Dr  Carlion  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12  40  to  increase  the 
fees  at  the  Aquatic  facilities  and  making  environmental  findings. 


June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supcr\'isors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos.  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar,  Maxwell 
Noes:  2  -  Daly,  Mirkarimi 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Superx'isors  —  FINALLY  PASSED  - 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Cliiu,  Chu,  Dufly,  Elsbernd,  Mar,  Maxwell 
Noes:  2  -  Daly,  Mirkarimi 


I'rinlrd  nl  10:4-^  AM  on  '/Sm 


File  No.  090712  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordiiianct 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  .July  7,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Superv  isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  090717  ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Athletic  Field  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.36 
to  increase  the  fees  for  use  of  Athletic  Fields  and  making  environmental  findings. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikc-thr^uf^h  itali^s-^imcs  New  RofHHH. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d o u b I e- und_e rj i n ed : 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfikethfoi>g]^^f>efFF^. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090717  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.36,  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  2.  SEC.  12.36.  ATHLETIC  FIELD  FEES  FOR  ADULTS. 

(a)   Fees  for  Adults 

(1)  Facility  Fee  Per  Hour: 

S.F.  Residents  .  .  .  $25.00 
Non-resident ...  $65.00 
Not-for-Profit .  .  .  $25.00 
Profit ...  $65.00 
{b2)  Additional  Charges: 

Lighted,  per  hour .  .  .  $10.00 
GOVERNMENT 
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Exclusive  Use/Tournaments,  per  day 


$45.00 


Baselines:  Softball,  Baseball,  per  booking 


$  60.00 


Fieldlines:  Soccer,  Football,  Rugby,  Lacrosse,  per  booking  .  .  .  $120.00 


Gaelic  Football,  per  booking  .  .  . 


$180.00 


Football  (5  yards),  per  booking  .  .  . 


$160.00 


(0)  Not  for  Profit  Fees  are  available  to  organized  programs  that  sen^e  San 
Francisco  residents,  and  that  do  not  generate  income  or  compensation  to  the 
organizers  and/or  sponsors.  The  Commission  shall  establish  criteria  for  the 
determination  of  organizations  eligible  for  this  fee.  Organizations  shall  pay  an 
application  fee  of  $250.00  for  certification  for  eligibility  for  Not  For  Profit  Fees. 

{(i4)  For  Profit  Fees  apply  to  organized  programs,  that  generate  income  or 
compensation  to  organizers,  fundraisers  or  subsidies  to  other  programs.  The 
Commission  shall  establish  criteria  for  the  determination  of  organizations  subject  to  this 
fee. 

(b)  Fees  for  For-Profit  Youth  Pfosfams  and  Camps 

(1)  For  Profit  Fees  in  Section  12. 36.  (a)(1)  apply  to  any  youth  program  that  does  not 
meet  the  standard  for  Not  For  Profit  Fees  in  Section  1 2. 36.  (a)(3). 

(2)  S.F.  Resident  Fees  will  apply  to  any  youth  summer  camp  or  vacation  camp  except 
that  any  camp  charging  less  than  $3  per  hour  per  child  will  pay  no  fee. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


VIRGINIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


File  Number:       090717  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12  36  to  increase  the 
fees  for  use  of  Athletic  Fields  and  making  environmental  findings. 

June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRS  T  READING 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar,  Maxwell 
Noes:  2  -  Daly,  Mirkarimi 

July  1,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar,  Maxwell 
Noes:  2  -  Daly,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


File  No.  090717  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  7,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  090719 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Latch  Key  and  Afterschool  Programs  ] 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.30 
to  increase  fees  for  Latchkey  and  Afterschool  programs  and  making  onvironmontal 
findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et.  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.     090719  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.30,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.30.  LATCH  K^X  AND  AFTERSCHOOL  PR0GRAM.9. 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  the  Latch  Key  and  Afterschool  PproQravns:  which 
provides  recreational  and  tutorial  programs,  and  a  nutritions  snaek.  after  school  and  during  ihe 


Note: 


ighborhood 


■cation  centers'. 


SSO.OO/monlh   S3. 60  per  day 


Summer  (Mondw^''  Friday) 
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The  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  shall  adopt  policies  and  procedures  to  offer 
reduced  rates  to  low-income  families. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By;     I  r^Mj^^iAH  J/ 
Vir(jinia  Dario  Elizondo 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  2 
5/22/2009 

N:\GOVERN\AS2009\0900608\00558373.DOC 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  j  i>  cwHi^'b  a'^Licti  pi*^ 


Tails 
Ordinance 


Su  Francisco.  CA  94|02^6S9 


File  Number:        090719  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.30  to  increase 
fees  for  Latchkey  and  Afterschool  programs  and  making  environmental  findings 

June  30,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar,  Maxwe 
Noes:  2  -  Daly,  Mirkarimi 
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CounlyofSan  Francisco. 


1  h  5  I  iQoq 

Date  Approved 


Filf  No.  O'Xni^ 


Cuy  ami  Counly  of  Sin,  l-rnnasc, 
TaILt  Report 


PriiilediU  10:47  AM  on  7,'X/(?9 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Amendment  of  the  Whole  -  6/29/09 


FILE  NO.  090722 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Public  Works  Code  -  Increasing  Tree  Removal  Permit  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  806  of  the  Public  Works  Code  to  increase  the  foes 
charged  for  removal  of  street  trees  under  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  from  $267  to 
$607,  for  a  permit  to  remove  1-3  street  trees  to  allow  for  development  or  construction,  from 
$267  to  $300.  for  a  permit  to  remove  1-3  street  trees  to  prevent  sidewalk  damage  or  to 
remove  hazards:  from  $360  to  $808,  for  a  permit  to  remove  4-9  street  trees:  and  from 
$565  to  $1,214,  for  a  permit  to  remove  10  or  more  street  trees;  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

(a)  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  detemnined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  vv'ith  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 
on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  pgn???        and  is  incorporated 
herein  by  reference. 

(b)  Findings  Related  to  the  Adequacy  of  the  Fees.  As  documented  in  Board  File  No. 
nqn7?7        the  Department  of  Public  Works  has  calculated  the  estimated  costs  associated 
with  the  removal  of  trees  under  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance,  including  applicable  staff  time 
related  to  travel  and  inspection  of  the  relevant  trees,  management,  processing,  and  contacting 
the  public,  the  applicant,  or  the  Board  of  Permit  Appeals,  as  needed,  as  well  as  materials. 

The  Department  estimates  that  cost  for  issuing  a  permit  to  remove  1-3  trees  is  $607;  that  the 
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cost  for  issuing  a  permit  to  remove  4-9  trees  is  $808,  and  that  the  cost  for  issuing  a  permit  to 
remove  more  than  10  trees  is  $1 ,214.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  adjusting  the  fees 
listed  in  Article  806  of  the  Public  Works  Code  to  cover  these  costs  will  enable  the  Department 
to  successfully  implement  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  806,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  806.  PLANTING  AND  REMOVAL  OF  STREET  TREES. 

(a)  Planting  and  Removal  by  the  Department. 

(1 )  Planting.  The  Department  may  determine  to  plant  a  new  tree(s)  in  a  sidewalk  or 
public  right-of-way.  When  the  Department  determines  to  plant  a  new  street  tree(s),  the 
Department  will  undertake  maintenance  responsibility  for  such  new  street  tree  and  shall  send 
a  courtesy  notice  to  the  abutting  property  owner  prior  to  planting  such  new  tree.  Any 
objections  to  the  proposed  work  must  be  submitted  to  the  Director  in  writing  and  postmarked 
within  30  days  after  notice  by  the  Director.  The  Director  shall  consider  such  objections  and 
may  hold  a  hearing,  in  the  Director's  discretion.  The  Director's  decision  on  the  matter  shall  be 
final  and  nonappealable. 

(2)  Removal  of  Street  Trees.  No  street  tree  shall  be  cut  down  or  removed  by  the 
Department  unless: 

(A)  The  Department  gives  30  days'  prior  written  notice  to  the  owner  of  the  property 
abutting  the  affected  tree;  and 

(B)  Thirty  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  notifies  all  interested  San 
Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  all  owners  and  occupants  of  properties 
that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  is  located.  In  addition.  30 
days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall  post  a  notice  on  the  affected  tree. 

(3)  Appeal  of  Tree  Removal. 
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(A)  If  within  30  days  after  the  giving  of  notice  for  street  tree  removal,  as  specified  in 
Subsection  (a)(2),  or  if  within  15  days  after  the  giving  of  notice  for  removal  of  a  hazard  street 
tree,  as  specified  in  Subsection  (a)(4),  any  person  files  with  the  Department  written  objections 
to  the  removal,  the  Director  shall  hold  a  hearing  to  consider  public  testimony  concerning  the 
proposed  tree  removal.  Written  notice  of  the  date,  time  and  place  of  the  hearing  shall  be 
posted  on  the  affected  tree,  provided  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation,  and  sent  to  the 
objecting  party,  the  owner  of  the  property  abutting  the  affected  tree,  and  all  interested  San 
Francisco  organizations,  not  less  than  seven  days  prior  thereto. 

(B)  The  Director  shall  issue  his  or  her  written  decision  and  order  on  the  objections 
after  the  public  hearing  specified  above. 

(C)  The  Director's  decision  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of  Appeals. 

(4)  Removal  of  Hazard  Street  Trees. 

(A)  No  hazard  street  tree  shall  be  cut  down  or  removed  by  the  Department  unless: 

(i)  The  Department  gives  15  days'  prior  written  notice  to  the  owner  of  the  property 
abutting  the  affected  tree;  and 

(ii)  Fifteen  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  notifies  all  interested  San 
Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that 
are  on  or  across  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  is  located.  In  addition,  15  days  prior  to 
the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall  post  a  notice  on  the  affected  tree. 

(B)  Hazard  street  tree  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  "hazard  tree"  in  Section 
802(o)  except  that  a  hazard  street  tree  is  located  within  the  public  right-of-way  and  is  the 
maintenance  responsibility  of  the  Department. 

(5)  Emergency  Removal.  In  the  case  of  manifest  danger  and  immediate  necessity,  as 
determined  by  the  Director,  the  Department  may  remove  any  street  tree  immediately.  After 
such  emergency  removal,  the  Department  shall  provide  notice  of  the  necessity  for  such  action 

Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  3 

6/29/2009 

tree  removal  fee  legislation  revised  per  budget  committee.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


to  the  owner  of  the  property  abutting  the  affected  tree,  all  interested  San  Francisco 
organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practical,  all  owners  and  occupants  of  properties  that  are  on 
or  across  from  the  block  face  where  the  affected  tree  was  removed. 

(b)   Planting  and  Removal  by  Persons  Other  Than  the  Department. 

(1 )  Planting  and  Removal  Permits.  It  shall  be  unlav^ul  for  any  person  to  plant  or  to 
remove  any  street  tree  without  a  valid  permit  for  such  work  issued  by  the  Department.  All 
permits  for  the  planting  or  removal  of  street  trees  issued  by  the  Director  for  residential 
properties  shall  be  recorded  on  the  Report  of  Residential  Building  Records  in  accordance  with 
Section  351  of  the  Housing  Code.  All  work  associated  with  a  street  tree  permit  must  be 
completed  within  six  months  of  issuance,  unless  an  extension  has  been  granted  by  the 
Department. 

(2)  Planting.  An  abutting  property  owner  who  desires  a  permit  to  plant  a  street  tree 
shall  apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated  form.  If  approved  by  the  Director,  a  permit  to 
plant  the  specified  species  of  tree(s)  shall  be  issued  to  the  applicant.  There  shall  be  no 
administrative  fee  imposed  for  a  permit  to  plant  a  street  tree  unrelated  to  property 
development.  The  Director's  decision  on  a  street  tree  planting  permit  shall  be  final  and 
appealable  to  the  Board  of  Appeals. 

(3)  Removal. 

(A)  An  abutting  property  owner  who  desires  a  permit  to  remove  a  street  tree  shall 
apply  to  the  Department  on  the  designated  form.  The  Department  may  grant  or  deny  the 
permit  in  accordance  with  the  following  procedures  and  requirements.  If  the  Department 
grants  a  tree  removal  permit,  it  shall  require  that  another  street  tree  be  planted  in  the  place  of 
the  removed  tree  or  impose  an  in-lieu  fee  unless  it  makes  written  findings  detailing  the  basis 
for  waiving  this  requirement. 
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(i)  The  fee  for  a  permit  to  remove  1-3  street  trees  shall  be  ^247^607. 00  when  the 
permit  isjequested  to  allow  for  development  or  construction:  the  fee  for  a  permit  to  remove  1- 
3  street  trees  shall  be  $300.00  when  the  permit  is  requested  to  remove  a  hazard  or  a 
diseased  tree  or  to  prevent  damage  to  the  sidewalk:  the  fee  for  a  permit  to  remove  4-9  street 
trees  shall  be  $360.00  808.00:  and  the  fee  to  remove  10  or  more  street  trees  shall  be  %565.00 
1214.00. 

(ii)  Additional  Fees.  In  instances  where  administration  or  processing  of  any  application 

is  or  will  exceed  the  fee  amount  established  pursuant  to  subsection  (i).  the  Director,  in  his  or 
her  discretion,  may  require  an  applicant  or  permittee  to  pay  a  sum  in  excess  of  the  subject  fee 
amounts.  This  additional  sum  shall  be  sufficient  to  recover  actual  costs  that  the  Department 
incurs  and  shall  be  charged  on  a  time  and  materials  basis.  The  Director  also  may  charge  for 
any  time  and  materials  costs  that  other  agencies,  boards,  commissions,  or  departments  of  the 
City,  including  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  incur  in  connection  with  the  processing  or 
administration  of  a  particular  application.  Whenever  additional  fees  are  or  will  be  charged,  the 
Director,  upon  request  of  the  applicant  or  permittee,  shall  provide  in  writing  the  basis  for  the 
additional  fees  or  an  estimate  of  the  additional  fees  to  be  charged. 

(iii)  Fee  Review  and  Adjustment.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007  2008  2010-2011.  the 
fees  that  are  established  herein  shall  be  reviewed  and  adjusted  each  year  in  accordance  with 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  Public  Works  Code  Section  2.1.2. 

(B)  Thirty  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall  give  notice  to  all 
interested  San  Francisco  organizations  and,  to  the  extent  practicable,  the  owners  and 
occupants  of  properties  that  are  on  or  across  from  the  block  face  or  adjacent  to  where  the 
affected  tree  is  located.  In  addition,  30  days  prior  to  the  removal  date,  the  Department  shall 
post  a  notice  on  the  affected  tree.  If  within  30  days  after  the  giving  of  such  notice  any  person 
files  with  the  Department  written  objections  to  the  removal,  the  Director  shall  hold  a  hearing 
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prior  to  removing  the  tree.  Written  notice  of  the  date,  time  and  place  of  the  hearing  shall  be 
posted  on  the  affected  tree  and  sent  to  the  objecting  party  and  all  interested  San  Francisco 
organizations  not  less  than  seven  days  prior  thereto. 

(C)  The  Director  shall  issue  his  or  her  written  decision  and  order  on  the  objections 
after  the  public  hearing  specified  above. 

(D)  The  Director's  decision  shall  be  final  and  appealable  to  the  Board  of  Appeals. 

(c)   Planting  and  Removal  by  City  Agencies,  Commissions,  or  Other  Departments.  If  a 
City  agency,  commission,  or  department  other  than  the  Department  of  Public  Works  desires  to 
plant  or  remove  a  street  tree,  such  agency,  commission,  or  department  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Subsection  (b);  provided,  however,  that  for  purposes  of  street  tree  removal,  the 
notice  and  procedures  for  Director's  hearings  set  forth  in  Subsections  (a)(2)  and  (a)(3)  shall 
apply. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


JJNDA  M.  ROSS 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  6 
6/29/2009 

tree  removal  fee  legislation  revised  per  budget  committee.doc 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  i  or  cwIu^'b  oSldieu  puce 

San  Francisco.  CA  94102-46<9 

Tails 
Ordinance 


File  Number:       090722  Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Section  806  of  the  Public  Works  Code  to  increase  the  fees  charged  for  removal 
of  street  trees  under  the  Urban  Forestry  Ordinance  from  $267  to  $607,  for  a  permit  to  remove  1-3 
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street  trees  to  prevent  sidewali<  damage  or  to  remove  hazards;  from  $360  to  $808,  for  a  permit  to 
remove  4-9  street  trees;  and  from  $565  to  $1,214,  for  a  permit  to  remove  10  or  more  street  trees,  and 
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FILE  NO.  090721  ORDINANCE  NO 


[Medical  Examiner's  Fees  for  Copies  of  Documents  and  Certain  Services.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  8.14  of  the  S.F.  Administrative  Code  to  increase  ttie 

Medical  Examiner's  Fees  for  Copies  of  Documents  and  Certain  Services  and  adding 

fees  for  new  services. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  snikc  through  il-alics  Ti-tms  Now  Rom-an. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double-underlined: 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stnkethfough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions 

contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  exempt  from  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 

Public  Resources  Code  section  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board 
090721 

of  Supervisors  in  File  No.   n      and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  8.14,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  8.14.  Medical  Examiner's  Fees  for  Copies  of  Documents  and  Certain 
Services. 

(a)  The  Medical  Examiner  is  hereby  authorized  to  charge  fees  to  defray  the  cost  of  the 
issuance  of  the  following  mentioned  documents  and  the  providing  of  the  following  services. 
Any  persons  requesting  or  requiring  such  documents  or  services  shall  pay  the  following  fees: 


Proof  of  death  for  insurance  purpo.<;cs  letter  S  ^-90  7.00 

Statement  to  attending  physician  at  death   7.00 

Certified  copy  of  verdict  of  inquest  S^W 

Non-contagious  letter  ^rW-  7.00 

Certified  copy  of  Medical  Examiner's  report  3^M0  34.00 

GOVERNMENT 
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Copy  (not  certified)  of  IVIedical  Examiner's  report  QrW/page   J 5.00 

Disaster  bags  for  decomposed,  accident  or 

infectious  cases  'IJ.OO  49.00 

Forensic  autopsy  performed  on  non-Medical 

Examiner's  cases  or  outside  County   3,000.00  3.274.00 

X-rays   100.00  caeh  113.00 

Copies  of  X-rays   20.00  each  24.00 

Re-cut  microscopic  slides   20. 00  each  24.00 

Outside  use  of  facilities  for 

identification  of  remains   30.00       34. 00 

Storage  of  remains  for  funeral  directors  for  other 

than  Medical  Examiner's  cases,  per  day  S4^0  56.00 

Removal  of  remains  at  Medical  Examiner's  Office  prior 
to  completion  of  investigation  (Gov.  Code  §  27472), 
Medical  Examiner's  cases. (The  charge,  if  not  paid, 
may  be  considered  a  part  of  the  funeral  expense  and 
paid  as  a  preferred  charge  against  the  estate  of  the 

decedent.)   H^.OO  461.00 

Storage  of  remains  following  completion  of 

investigation  and  notification  of  family 

or  funeral  director  of  completed  investigation, 

Medical  Examiner's  cases,  per  day   51-.00  56.00 

Removal  and  storage  of  remains  from  rest  homes  or 

other  agencies  that  have  no  facilities  for  cold  storage  4-QQrQ9  113.00 

Direct  cremation  of  remains   811.00  873.00 
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Autopsy  reports  to  hospitals 

and  attending  physicians   SrOO 

Certified  copy  of  letter  confirming  death  ponding 

completion  of  autopsy   ^rOO 

Forensic  alcohol  report  J 0.00      J 2.00 

Supporting  documentation  for  results  of 

forensic  alcohol  report   6.00/pagc  7.50 

BLood  quantitation  for^ntgs   250. 00  per  drug 

Urine  testing  for  drugs   250.00  per  drug 

Gastric  screen  -144^0 

Preparation  of  Toxicology 

retcsting  by  a  private  lab  50.00 

Specimen  storage   25.00  per  month        28.00  per  month 

Pre  trial  conference  at  Medical  Examiner's  Office 

for  non  criminal  or  out  of  County^  cases   100.00/hour 

Pre-  trial  conference  at  County  of  request   250.00/liour** 

Deposition  at  Medical  Examiner's  Office   1 50.00/hour 

Deposition  outside  of  Medical  Examiner's 


Court  and  deposition  testimony;  consultation/staff.   200.00/fmHf''*        225. 00/hour* 

Court  and  deposition  testimony; 

eonsultation/toxicolosist   250.00/hour*'        282. 00/hour** 
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Court  and  deposition  lestimonv: 

consultation/toxicolo2ist  (Ph.D. )   400.00 

Court  testimony.  Court  and  deposition  testimony; 

consultation/forensic  pathologist  S^O.OO/iioj*r**  584.00/hour** 

Court  testimony,  medical  technologist  or  Court  and  deposition  testimony: 

consultation/investigator                                          2-50.00/hour**  282.00/hour** 

*  Court  travel,  and  expert  fees  will  be  added. 

**  Travel  and  accommodation  charges  will  be  the  responsibility  of  requesting  agency. 
Dru2  screening  in  blood  or  urine  by  ELISA  (4 

common  drug  categories)   400. 00 

Drug  screening  in  blood  or  urine  by  ELISA  (8 

common  drug  categories)   600. 00 

Drug  screening  in  blood  or  urine  by  ELISA  (12 

common  drug  categories)   800. 00 

Drug  screen  in  blood  or  urine  by  GC/MS   L200. 00 

Dnis  con  firmation  in  urine,  per  drug   300.00 

Drug  con  firmation  and  quantitation  in  blood,  per  drus:   300.00 

Drug  screening  in  gastric  contents  or  tissue  by  GC/MS   J, 500. 00 

Drug  con  firmation  in  gastric  contents  or  tissue,  per  drug   400.00 

Date  rape  drug  screening  in  wine   L200. 00 

Date  rape  drug  con  firmation  in  urine,  per  drug   300. 00 

Drus  screening  and  con  firmation  in  hair,  per  hair  specimen   4, 000. 00 

Decedent's  property  mailing  fee   40.00 
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Histology  service  for  outside  agencies,  including 
overnight  processing,  embedding,,  cutting,  routine  H  &  E 

staining  and  coverslipping,  per  4  cassettes   120. 00 

Forensic  alcohol  analysis  for  outside  agencies,  per  case   160. 00 

Drug  screening  and  confirmation  in  nails,  per  nail  specimen   /,  143.00 

All  cases  brought  into  the  Medical  Examiner's  Office  facility  shall  be  billed  for 

transportation,  personnel  handling,  and  storage  costs,  except  for  the  following  categories  of 

cases: 

(1)  Decedents  under  14  years  of  age; 

(2)  Homicides; 

(3)  In  custody  or  police-involved  cases; 

(4)  Indigents  (County  disposition); 

(5)  Cases  in  which  private  charitable  funds  available  to  pay  funeral  costs  would  thereby 
be  reduced  so  as  to  preclude  payment; 

(6)  Cases  specifically  exempted  by  the  Medical  Examiner  or  his  designee.  I 
(b)  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2003-2004,  fees  set  in  this  Section  may  be  adjusted  each 

year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant 
Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the  Controller. 

No  later  than  ApriH  5th  of  each  year,  the  Medical  Examiner's  Office  shall  submit  its 
current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the  price  index  adjustment  to  produce  a 
new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

No  later  than  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient 
revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  sen/ices  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed,  and  (b) 
the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of  providing  the 
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ser\'ices  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed.  The  Controller  shall,  if  necessan'.  adjust  the  fees  upM'ard 
or  do\\m\  ard  for  the  upcomins.  fiscal  year  as  appropriate  to  ensure  that  the  Medical  Examiner's  Office 
recovers  the  costs  of  operation  without  producing:  revenue  that  is  significantly  more  than  such  costs. 
The  adjusted  rates  shall  become  operative  on  July  1. 

(c)  All  fees  received  for  documents  and  services  mentioned  in  this  Section  shall  be 
deposited  with  the  Treasurer  and  shall  be  used  to  defray  the  costs  incurred  by  the  Medical 
Examiner  in  issuing  such  documents  or  providing  such  sen/ices. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


ALEETA  M.  VAN  RUNKLE 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090708 


[Increasing  Fire  Department  fees  for  street  fairs.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  6.6  of  the  San  Francisco  Transportation  Code  to  increase 
fees  for  Fire  Department  services,  permits  and  inspections  related  to  street  fairs,  to 
become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1,  2009,  whichever  is  later,  and 
making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  v^ith  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 


incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Transportation  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  6.6  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  6.6.  TEMPORARY  USE  OF  STREETS  FOR  STREET  FAIRS. 

(a)  Definitions.  For  the  purpose  of  this  Section,  the  following  definitions  shall  apply: 

(1 )  To  "issue"  a  permit  is  to  deliver  to  an  applicant  for  a  street  fair  permit  written 
permission  to  sponsor  or  hold  a  street  fair  at  a  specified  date  and  location. 

(2)  "Sponsor"  means  that  organization  responsible  for  organizing  a  street  fair  and 
authorized  to  represent  the  street  fair  before  City  agencies  and  officials. 


Note: 


on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 


090708 


and  is 
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(3)  A  "street  fair"  means  a  social  or  community  event,  not  including  an  athletic  event  or 
parade,  in  which  any  group  of  persons  convene  to  celebrate  their  community  or 
neighborhood  on  any  street  in  the  City  which  event  obstructs  or  interferes  with  the 
normal  flow  of  vehicular  traffic. 

(b)  Applying  for  Temporary  Use  of  Street  for  Street  Fair.  Notwithstanding  any  other 
provisions  of  this  Code  or  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  the  regulation  of 
street  fairs,  including  the  processes  for  obtaining  permits  from  the  City  for  conducting 
these  street  fairs  and  the  payment  of  associated  fees  to  the  City,  shall  be  governed  by 
this  Section.  In  order  to  provide  for  the  safe,  orderly  and  cost-effective  conduct  of  street 
fairs,  any  organization  seeking  permission  for  the  temporary  use  of  a  street  for  the 
purpose  of  conducting  a  street  fair  shall  file  an  application  with  the  Director  of 
Transportation  no  later  than  90  days  prior  to  the  proposed  date  for  the  event. 
Applications  shall  be  submitted  on  forms  prepared  by  the  Director  of  Transportation 
after  conferring  with  the  appropriate  representatives  from  the  Police  Department,  Fire 
Department,  Department  of  Public  Health,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  and  the 
Entertainment  Commission.  At  the  time  of  filing  an  application  under  this  Section,  the 
sponsoring  organization  shall  also  file  an  application  fee  established  by  the  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors. 

(c)  Timeliness  of  Applications.  No  person  submitting  an  application  after  the  deadlines 
set  forth  in  this  Article  shall  be  granted  permission  to  conduct  a  street  fair  on  the  dates 
requested  unless  the  person  demonstrates  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Director  of 
Transportation  that  the  failure  to  submit  a  timely  application  was  justified  by 
extraordinary  circumstances;  provided,  however,  that  in  no  event  shall  an  applicant  be 
permitted  to  file  an  application  loss  than  60  days  prior  to  the  proposed  date  for  the 
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event.  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors  may  establish  a  late  fee  to 
be  assessed  for  untimely  filed  applications, 
(d)  Review  of  Application. 

(1 )  Upon  receiving  an  application  for  permission  for  the  temporary  use  of  a  street  for 
purposes  of  conducting  a  street  fair,  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  review  the 
application  to  determine  whether  the  information  required  in  the  application  has  been 
provided.  If  the  Director  of  Transportation  determines  that  the  applicant  has  failed  to 
provide  the  information  required,  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall,  within  five 
business  days  of  receiving  the  application,  notify  the  applicant  of  what  additional 
information  is  required.  If  the  applicant  fails  to  provide  the  additional  information 
required  within  five  business  days  of  notification  by  the  Director  of  Transportation,  the 
application  shall  be  deemed  to  be  untimely  filed;  provided,  however,  that  upon  good 
cause  shown,  the  Director  of  Transportation  may  extend  this  five-day  period.  Except  as 
provided  in  Subsection  (2)  of  this  Section,  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  transmit 
the  completed  application  to  ISCOTT. 

(2)  If,  upon  reviewing  the  application,  the  Director  of  Transportation  detemnines  that 
the  proposed  street  fair  will  be  contained  within  one  block  in  such  a  manner  that  no 
intersections  will  be  closed,  and  that  the  proposed  street  fair  will  not  require  the 
rerouting  of  Municipal  Railway  vehicles,  the  Director  of  Transportation  may  grant  the 
street  fair  permit  without  referring  the  application  to  ISCOTT;  provided,  however,  that 
the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  transmit  copies  of  the  applications  to  the  constituent 
members  of  ISCOTT  for  informational  purposes.  The  Director  of  Transportation  will 
calculate  the  fee  to  be  charged  to  the  sponsor  using  the  same  schedule  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  prescribed  in  Subsection  (f)  of  this  Section.  If  such  a  street  fair  will 
include  the  sale  of  food  or  beverages,  the  appropriate  permits  shall  be  obtained  from 
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the  Department  of  Public  Health  no  later  than  14  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  event.  If 
such  a  street  fair  will  include  the  use  of  propane  or  butane  (liquefied  petroleum  gas), 
open  flames,  pyrotechnics  and  fireworks,  or  tent  or  membrane  structure,  the 
appropriate  permits  shall  be  obtained  from  the  Fire  Chief  no  later  than  10  days  prior  to 
the  date  of  the  event. 

(e)  Review  by  ISCOTT;  Recommendation.  Except  as  provided  in  Subsection  (d)(2)  of 
this  Section,  no  later  than  60  days  prior  to  the  proposed  date  of  the  street  fair,  ISCOTT 
shall  review  the  application  and  shall  recommend  that  the  Director  of  Transportation 
grant,  deny,  or  grant  with  conditions  the  application  for  a  permit.  The  Director  of 
Transportation  may  accept  or  reject  the  recommendation  of  ISCOTT,  and  may  grant, 
deny  or  grant  with  conditions  the  application  for  a  permit.  Upon  granting  permission  to 
conduct  a  street  fair,  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  cause  all  necessary  permits  to 
be  issued  to  the  sponsor  of  the  street  fair.  If  the  Director  of  Transportation  denies 
permission  to  conduct  the  street  fair,  the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  state  in  writing 
his  or  her  reasons  for  the  denial. 

(f)  Fee.  No  later  than  60  days  prior  to  the  proposed  date  of  the  street  fair  and  in 
consultation  with  other  City  departments,  ISCOTT  shall  determine  the  fee  to  be 
charged  for  the  permit  according  to  the  schedule  below.  No  other  fee  for  conducting  a 
street  fair  shall  be  required  or  assessed.  All  fees  paid  by  the  sponsors  for  street  fair 
permits  shall  be  deposited  in  the  City  Treasury  and  allocated  by  the  Controller  to  the 
appropriate  City  departments.  The  fee  shall  be  based  on  the  actual  costs  to  the  City  of 
temporarily  closing  the  street  for  the  street  fair,  pursuant  to  the  following  fee  schedule: 

(1 )  Fire  Department: 

A)  Application  fee:  .  .  .  m^0$3 30.00 
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B)  Inspection  fee-Food  vendors  using  propane,  butane,  charcoal 
briquettes  or  open  flame: 

(i)  First  Day  of  Street  Fair: 

I  to  10  food  vendors:  .  .  .  ^mrm$46S.OO 

I I  to  20  food  vendors:  .  .  .  $342.00$936.00 
21  to  30  food  vendors:  .  .  .  $51 1.00$! .404.00 

31  food  vendors  and  over:  .  .  .  $685.00$! .872.00 

(ii)  Each  Consecutive  Day  of  Street  Fair: 
1  to  20  food  vendors:  .  .  .  S!72.00$468.00 

21  food  vendors  and  over:  .  .  .  $342.00$936.00 


inspector  shall  be  on  duty  during  the  duration  of  the  operation  of  the  heater. 


street  fair  that  are  res^lated  by  the  Fire  Department  will  require  operational 
permits  from  the  Department.  Examples  of  regulated  activities  include  but  are 
not  limited  to:  The  erection  of  tents,  the  use  or  storai^e  of  hazardous  materials, 
professional  fireworks  displays,  and  carnivals.  Additional  inspection  fees  may 

also  be  required  depending  on  the  activity. 
D)    Tents  or  membrane  structures 
Permit  fee:  ..  .$153.09 


E) — Fircworlcs  or  pyrotechnics 
Permit  fee: .  .  .  $91.00 

2)  Department  of  Public  Health:  Application  and  permit  fees  payable  to  the  Department 
of  Public  Health  under  this  Section  shall  be  the  same  as  those  charged  for  temporary 


>/fc  as  semi 
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1  food  permits  for  special  events  as  governed  by  Section  249.1 1  of  the  Business  and  Tax 

2  Regulations  Code. 

3  3)  Municipal  Railway  fee:  Fee  to  be  established  by  the  Municipal  Transportation 

4  Agency. 

5  4)  A)  Street  fairs  where  alcoholic  beverages  are  served: 

6  100  percent  of  the  projected  Police  Department  costs  incurred  by  reason  of  the  street 

7  fair,  subject  to  the  following  caps: 

8  TABLE  INSET: 


9 

10  ATTENDANCE  MAXIMUM  FEE 

11  0  to  100.000  patrons  $5,494.07 

12  100.001  to  250,000  patrons  $10,988.14 

13  !  More  than  250,000  patrons  $21,976.28 
14 

15  :!  The  Police  Department,  working  with  the  sponsor,  shall  provide  an  estimate  of 

1 6  i]  attendance  for  the  event  for  purposes  of  determining  the  applicable  cap. 

17  B)  Street  fairs  where  alcoholic  beverages  are  not  served: 

1 8  Police  Department:  40  percent  of  the  projected  Police  Department  costs  incurred  by 

1 9  reason  of  the  street  fair;  provided,  that  this  fee  shall  not  exceed  $2,793.49.  ISCOTT 

20  i  shall  waive  all  or  part  of  this  fee  upon  a  showing  that  the  sponsors  of  the  event  are 

21  I  unable  to  pay  the  full  fee. 

22  \  If  the  Director  of  Transportation  grants  the  application  for  a  permit,  he  or  she  shall 

23  !  transmit  to  the  sponsor  an  invoice  for  the  fee.  The  sponsor  of  the  street  fair  shall  make 

24  full  payment  of  the  fee  no  later  than  10  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  event. 
25 
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(g)  Insurance.  Street  fair  sponsors  shall  be  required  to  file  with  the  Director  of 
Transportation  proof  of  insurance  in  accordance  with  Section  6.7(1). 

(h)  Conditions.  In  addition  to  any  other  conditions  imposed  by  the  Director  of 
Transportation,  any  street  fair  conducted  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  be  subject  to  the 
conditions  set  forth  in  Section  6.7. 

(i)  Appeals.  Any  appeal  from  the  denial  of  the  issuance  of  a  permit  to  conduct  a  street 
fair,  from  the  imposition  of  conditions  on  the  issuance  of  a  permit,  or  the  determination 
or  refund  of  fees  shall  be  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Such  appeal  shall  be  made  by 
filing  with  the  Clerk  of  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supen/isors,  on  a  form  provided  by 
the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  within  1 0  days  of  the  Director  of  Transportation's  approval  or 
disapproval  or  the  determination  or  refund  of  fees.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  may 
establish  a  fee  to  be  imposed  upon  the  filing  of  any  such  appeal.  Upon  receipt,  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board  shall  set  a  time  and  place  for  hearing  such  appeal  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  which  shall  be  at  its  next  regular  meeting  in  conformance  with  public 
notice  requirements.  At  the  appeal  hearing,  the  appellant  and  Director  of 
Transportation  shall  have  an  opportunity  to  present  oral  testimony  and  written  materials 
in  support  of  their  positions.  Upon  hearing  the  appeal,  and  after  any  further 
investigation  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may  request,  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  may 
affirm,  reverse,  or  modify  the  Director  of  Transportation's  decision  on  the  issue 
appealed. 

G)  Notice.  The  Director  of  Transportation  shall  transmit  copies  of  the  granting  of 
permission  to  conduct  a  street  fair  to  the  Chief  of  Police,  the  Fire  Chief,  the  Director  of 
Public  Works,  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Entertainment  Commission,  the  Director  of 
the  Environmental  Health  Section  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  the 
Superintendent  of  Emergency  Hospital  Service  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health. 
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(k)  Authorization  to  Sell  Goods;  Unauthorized  Sales.  The  sponsor  of  a  street  fair  shall 
determine  which  individuals  or  organizations  may  sell  goods  or  merchandise  on  a 
street  that  has  been  closed  for  the  purposes  of  conducting  a  street  fair,  provided, 
however,  that  such  authorization  shall  not  be  withheld  on  the  basis  of  the  race,  sex, 
religion,  creed,  national  origin  or  sexual  orientation  of  the  person  seeking  such 
authorization.  Individuals  seeking  to  sell  goods  or  merchandise  in  a  street  that  has 
been  closed  for  the  purpose  of  a  street  fair  without  the  authorization  of  a  sponsor  may 
be  cited  for  violating  San  Francisco  Police  Code  Section  869  (peddling  without  a 
permit).  Nothing  in  this  Section  shall  be  construed  to  deprive  the  Department  of  Public 
Health  of  its  authority  to  determine  that  foods  or  beverages  may  be  sold. 
(I)  Refund  of  Fees.  If  for  any  reason  a  sponsor  cancels  a  proposed  street  fair,  the 
sponsor  shall  be  entitled  to  a  refund  of  that  portion  of  the  fees  paid,  other  than 
application  fees,  representing  the  costs  saved  by  City  departments  by  reason  of  the 
cancellation  of  the  street  fair. 

(m)  Annual  Reports.  No  later  than  December  1st  of  each  year,  the  Chief  of  Police  and 
the  Director  of  Transportation  shall  provide  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  written  reports 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  Police  Department  and  Municipal  Transportation  Agency's 
costs,  respectively,  associated  with  street  fairs  for  that  year. 

(n)  Annual  Adjustment  of  Fees.  Fees  set  in  this  Section,  including  the  caps  on  fees  for 
police  services,  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  or  the  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors,  to  reflect 
changes  in  the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the  Controller.  No 
later  than  April  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  officer,  department,  or  agency  administering  the 
fees  shall  submit  its  current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the 
Consumer  Price  Index  adjustment  to  produce  a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following 
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year.  No  later  than  May  15th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  Board  of  Directors 
reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient 
revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed, 
and  (b)  the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs  of 
providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed. 

Section  3.  This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1 , 
2009  whichever  is  later. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


KATHARINE  HOBIN  PORTER 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090707 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Increasing  and  establishing  certain  Fire  Department  licensing  fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Sections  90,  93,  93.1,  94,  120,  236,  237,  238,  239,  240,  241.  242, 
243,  244,  245,  246  and  247  of  the  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to 
increase  or  establish  and  set  licensing  fees  for  certain  permits  issued  by  the  Fire 
Department  and  adding  Sections  223,  224,  225,  226,  227,  228,  229,  230,  231 ,  232,  233, 
234  and  235  to  establish  and  set  fees  for  additional  Fire  Department  liconsGs,  to 
become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1,  2009,  whichever  is  later,  and 
making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 


incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  90,  to  read  as  follows: 


Note: 


on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 


090707 


and  is 
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SEC.  90.  GARAGES. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  operating  or  maintaining  a 
garage  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  for 
such  garage  of  %274t9Q344. 00  per  annum. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  93,  to  read  as  follows; 

SEC.  93.  miVICE  STATIONS.MOTOR  FUEL  DISPENSING  FACILITIES. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  maintaining,  conducting 
or  operating  a  .^wwv  stotioHmotor  fuel  dispensing  facility  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire 
Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $-270.00344.00. 

Section  4,  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  93.1 ,  to  read  as  follov^'s: 

S  E  C .  9 3 . 1 .  SELf^SER  VICE  STA  TION^SELF-SER  VICE  MOTOR  FUEL  DISPENSING 
FACILITIES. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  maintaining,  conducting 
or  operating  a  self-service  &tatimimotor  fuel  dispensing  facility  that  requires  a  permit  from  the 
Fire  Department,  and  jointly  administered  by  the  Fire  and  Health  Departments,  shall  pay  an 
annual  license  fee  of  $2^4)0344.00. 

Section  5.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  94,  to  read  as  follows: 
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SEC.  94.  AUTOMOBILE  PARKING  STATIONS. 

Evei7  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  nnaintaining.  conducting 
or  operating  an  automobile  parking  station  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department 
shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $270.00344. 00  per  year. 

Section  6.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  120,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  120.  LAUNDRIES  AND  CLEANING  AND  DYEING  WORKS. 

(a)  Every  owner,  manager  or  lessee  of  a  hand  laundry  will  pay  the  following  license 
fee  annually  in  advance  to  the  Tax  Collector:  $87. 

(b)  Every  owner,  manager  or  lessee  of  a  wash  laundry  will  pay  the  following  license 
fee  annually  in  advance  to  the  Tax  Collector:  $187. 

(c)  Every  owner,  manager  or  lessee  of  a  cleaning,  dyeing  or  cleaning  and  dyeing 
works  will  pay  the  following  fee  annually  in  advance:  $22.  Evety  person,  firm  or  corporation 
engaged  in  the  business  of  dry  cleaning  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  also  pay 
an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00  per  year. 

(d)  Every  owner,  manager  or  lessee  of  an  automatic  laundry  (mechanical,  pay-to- 
operate,  washing  or  dyeing  machine)  will  pay  the  following  license  fee  annually  in  advance  to 
the  Tax  Collector:  $29  plus  $1 1  per  machine. 

(e)  Every  owner,  manager  or  lessee  of  a  laundry  delivery  service  will  pay  the  following 
license  fee  annually  in  advance  to  the  Tax  Collector:  $21  per  delivery  vehicle  per  year. 

The  license  fees  prescribed  by  this  Section  are  due  and  payable  the  first  day  of 
January  of  each  year.  Fees  for  new  licenses  issued  prior  to  January  1st  shall  be  prorated  to 
the  end  of  such  calendar  year  on  a  monthly  basis. 
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Section  7.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  236,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  236.  TIRE  REBUILDING  PLANTS. 

Every'  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  maintaining  and  operating 
a  tire  rebuilding  plant  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual 
license  fee  of  $^WrOO344.00. 

Section  8.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax-Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  237,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  237.  PLACES  OF  PUBLIC  ASSEMBLY  AND  OPEN-AIR  ASSEMBLY. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  maintaining,  operating  or 
using  a  building,  stadium  or  structure  as  a  place  of  public  assembly  or  an  open-air  assembly 
that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department,  and  where  a  license  is  not  required 
elsewhere  in  the  Municipal  Code,  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $47'Ot^0564.00  per  year. 

Section  9.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  238,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  238.  NITROCELLULOSE  FILM  AND  PLASTICS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  processing,  storing  or 
using  nitrocellulose  motion  picture  film  or  nitrocellulose  plastics  that  requires  a  permit  from  the 
Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $2MW344.00. 

Section  10.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  239,  to  read  as  follows: 
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SEC.  239.  STORAGE  OF  CERTAIN  COMBUSTIBLE  MATERIALS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  any  business  of  storing  combustible 
fibers,  waste  materials,  lumber  or  readily  combustible  materials,  including  hi^h-pHed storage. 
that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of 

$270.00344.00. 

Section  11.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  240,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  240.  STORAGE  AND  USE  OF  FLAMMABLE  AND  COMBUSTIBLE  LIQUIDS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  storing,  using  or 
transporting  flammable  or  combustible  liquids,  including  flammable  or  combustible  liquid  fuel  oil. 
that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department,  unless  such  person  shall  have  secured  a 
license  under  Sections  90  or  93  of  this  Article,  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  %2-70. 00344. 00 
per  year. 

Section  12.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  241 ,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  241 .  FUMIGATION  AND  FOGGING. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  fumigating  and  fogging 
that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of 

%2^^344.00. 

Section  13.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  242,  to  read  as  follows: 
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SEC.  242  STORAGE  AND  USE  OF  LIQUEFIED  GASES  AND  COMPRESSED 
GASES. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  storing  or  using  liquefied 
petroleum  gases  or  compressed  gases  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall 
pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $^74rW344.00. 

Section  14.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  243,  to  read  as  follows:  ~ 

SEC.  243.  ERECTION  AND  USE  OF  ACETYLENE  GENERATORS;  STORAGE  OF 
CALCIUM  CARBIDE. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  installs  uses  an  acetylene  generator  for  which  a 
permit  is  required  for  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $270.00344.00. 

Section  15.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  244,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  244.  APPLICATION  OF  FLAMMABLE  FINISHES;  AND  USE  AND  OPERATION 
OF  INDUSTRIAL  BAKING  AND  DRYING  OVENS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  applying  flammable 
finishes,  including  floor  finishes,  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department;  or  using  or 
operating  an  industrial  baking  and  drying  oven  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire 
Department,  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $270.00344 . 00. 

Section  16.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  245,  to  read  as  follows: 
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SEC.  245.  PROCESSING  OF  CER TAIN HAZAR-DOyS-^fA^^-E4i4ALS-MA GNESIUM. 
Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  processing  magnesium  <w 
titanium  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of 

$270.00344.00. 

Section  17.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  246,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  246.  OPERATING  A  TANK  VEHICLE. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  transporting  flammable 
liquids  by  tank  vehicle,  and  providing  such  tank  vehicle  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire 
Department,  shall  pay  an  annual  fee  of  $270.00344.00  for  each  tank  vehicle. 

Section  18.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Section  247,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  247.  HAZARDOUS  CHEMICALS  MA  TERIALS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  storing  and  using  a 
hazardous  chemical  materials,  including  but  not  limited  to  aerosoLs.  cn.-ogcjuc  fluids,  and  explosives. 
that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of 
$270.00344.00. 

Section  19.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  223,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  223.  USE  OF  OPEN  FLAMES  AND  CANDLES. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  using  an  open  flame  or  candles  that  require  a  permit  from  the 

Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 
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Section  20.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  224,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  224.  STORAGE  AND  USE  OF  BATTERY  SYSTEMS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  storing  or  usins  a  batteiy  system  that  requires  a  permit  fi-om 
the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  o  f  $344.00. 

Section  21.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  225,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  225.  WASTE  HANDLING. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  waste  handling,  includins  but  not 
limited  to  junk  yards  and  wrecking:  yards,  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an 
annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 

Section  22.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  226,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  226.  MAINTENANCE  OF  FIRE  FIGHTER  AIR  SYSTEMS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  business  that  involves  the  maintenance  or  repair 
of  a  fire  fighter  air  replenishment  system  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an 
annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 

Section  23.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  227,  to  read  as  follows: 
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SEC.  227.  COMBUSTIBLE  DUST  PRODUCING  OPERATIONS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  ensaged  in  business  that  involves  combustible  dust  producing 
operations  that  require  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 


Section  24.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  228,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  228.  FRUIT  AND  CROP  RIPENING. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  encased  in  business  involving  fruit  and  crop  ripening  thai 
requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 

Section  25.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  229,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  229.  HOT  WORK  OPERATIONS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  business  involving  hot  work  operations  that 
require  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pav  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 

Section  26.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  230,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  230.  USE  OFLIOUID  OR  GAS  FUELED  VEHICLES  OR  EQUIPMENT  IN  ASSEMBLY 
BUILDINGS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  business  involving  the  use  of  liquid  or  ^as  fueled 
vehicles  or  equipment  in  an  assembly  building  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall 
pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 
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Section  27.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  231 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  23  J.  USE  OF  REFRIGERATION  EQUIPMENT. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engased  in  business  involving  the  use  of  refrigeration 
equipment  that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 

Section  28.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  232,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  232.  AMUSEMENT  BUILDINGS. 

Ever)' person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  business  inyolvins  amusement  buildings  that 
requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 

Section  29.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  233,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  233.  COVERED  MALL  BUILDINGS 

Evej-y  person,  firm  or  corporation  ensased  in  business  involving  covered  mall  buildings  that 
requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  o  f  $344.00. 

Section  30.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  234,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  234.  PYROXYLIN  PLASTICS 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  ensased  in  business  involving  the  use  of pyroxylin  plastics 
that  requires  a  permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344.00. 
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Section  31.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  Section  235,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  225.  ROOFTOP  HELIPORTS. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  ens^ased  in  business  usins  a  rooftop  heliport  that  requires  a 
permit  from  the  Fire  Department  shall  pay  an  annual  license  fee  of  $344. 00. 

Section  32.  This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1 . 
2009  whichever  is  later. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attome; 


KATHARINE  HOBIN  PORTER 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090706 


[Fees  for  Fire  Department  emergency  medical  services  ] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  128.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  to  increase  foes 
for  Fire  Department  emergency  medical  services  and  to  update  the  language  regarding 
fee  changes  in  subsequent  fiscal  years,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 


Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
128.1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  128.1  PATIENT  RATES/FIRE  DEPARTMENT  EMS  SERVICES 

(a)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approves  the  following  fee  schedule  for  Fire  Department 
emergency  medical  sen/ices,-  for  fiscal  year  200S  20092009-2010: 

(1)  Treatment  without  Transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  o\  $260. 00$3 50.00  per  call. 

{22_Basic  Life  Service,  including  transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  of  $1.053  00Sj.45S  per 

call. 

f3)  Advanced  Life  Service,  including  transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  of  S/.053  00$ 1 4 58 
per  call. 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strikethrough  ikilics  Times  Ne^^^RtmuiH. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doub[e  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethr-ough- normal. 
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£Vi_Mileage  if  transported,  an  additional  fee  above  the  base  rate  o\  $18.00$28.00  per 


(b)  Beginning  with  Fiscal  Year  2009  20102010-201 L  the  fees  set  in  this  section  may  be 
amended  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  Medical 
Consumer  Price  Index  as  determined  by  the  Controller.  No  later  than  April  15th  of  each  year, 
the  Fire  Department  shall  submit  its  current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the 
price  index  adjustment  to  produce  a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

(c)  No  later  than  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce 
sufficient  revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is 
assessed,  and  (b)  the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs 
of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed. 

Section  3.     This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1, 
2009,  whichever  is  later. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  iTlERRERA^ity  Attorney 


mile. 


By: 


Katharine  Hobin  Porter" 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090705 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Fees  for  Fire  Department  Services  and  Permits  -  Fire  Code.] 

Ordinance  amending  Sections  112.2,  112.3,  112.7,  112.8,  112.9,  112.10,  112.11,  112.15, 
112.17,  112.18,  112.19  and  Tables  112-A,  112-B  and  112-C  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  of  the 
San  Francisco  Fire  Code  to  increase  fees  for  certain  Fire  Department  services  and 
permits  and  to  add  additional  permits,  to  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on 
July  1,  2009,  whichever  is  later,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 


incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 1 2.2  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1 2.2  [For  SF]  Permit  Filing  Fees.  The  filing  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set  forth  in 
Table  112-A.  Permit  related  services,  including  inspections:  that  require  more  than  two  hours 
to  complete^  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional  fee  of  $95.00$!  10.00  for  each  hour. 


Note: 
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Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 12.3  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

11 2.3  [For  SF]  Reinspection  of  Violation  Fees.  If  an  inspection  by  a  designated  officer 
or  employee  of  the  fire  department  discloses  a  violation(s)  of  this  code,  the  chief  shall 
determine  a  period  of  time  that  is  reasonable  to  remedy  the  violation  and  reinspect  the 
property  lo  verify  such  correction.  The  department  shall  collect  a  fee  in  the  amount  of 
$190.003220.00  to  compensate  for  its  costs  of  performing  such  reinspection  to  certify  correction 
of  the  code  violation(s)  and  secure  compliance  with  the  applicable  requirements.  If  the  time 
required  for  the  inspection  exceeds  1  hour,  additional  fees  will  be  assessed  at  the  rate  of 
$95.00  $110.00  per  hour. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

11 2.7  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.7  [For  SF]  Referral  Fees.  Upon  the  request  of  a  government  agency  for  a 
preliminary  site  inspection  or  survey  of  a  premise  for  compliance  with  this  code  or  other 
regulatory  codes  enforced  by  this  department,  a  service  fee  of  $95. 00-$  110.00  per  hour  shall 
be  collected  for  such  on-site  inspections  and  consultations.  Fees  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  the 
request  is  submitted.  Fees  referenced  in  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  shall  take 
precedence  over  this  fee. 

Section  5.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 1 2.8  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.8  [For  SF]  High-Rise  Inspection  Fees.  For  inspections  of  high-rise  structures 
pursuant  to  Section  13217  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code,  the  owner  of  the 
structure  shall  pay  a  fee  to  cover  the  department's  costs  of  inspection.  Such  fee  shall  be 
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calculated  on  the  basis  of  UOtOO-$11-00  per  1000  square  feet  of  gross  floor  area,  and  shall  be 
collected  by  the  fire  department. 

Section  6.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

112.9  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1 2.9  [For  SF]  Plan  Review  Fees.  Upon  application  for  a  permit  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  building  or  for  alteration  work  for  which  plans  are  required  by  the  department  of  building 
inspection,  the  central  permit  bureau  shall  charge  and  collect  a  fee  to  compensate  the  fire 
department  for  its  costs  of  reviewing  plans  submitted  with  building  permit  applications  for 
compliance  with  fire  safety  regulations.  The  fee  shall  be  based  on  the  valuation  of  the  work  as 
determined  by  the  department  of  building  inspection.  The  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set 
forth  in  Table  1 12-B.  The  fire  department  shall  collect  a  fee  in  the  amount  of  $95.00  $110.00 
per  hour  or  fraction  thereof  for  any  back  checking  review  of  previously  approved  plans.  The 
Fire  Department  shall  offer  ExprcssPremium  Plan  Review  in  accordance  with  the  2007  San 
Francisco  Building  Code.  The  Fire  Department  ExprcssPremium  Plan  Review  surcharge  fee 
shall  be  50%  of  the  total  Fire  Department  plan  review  fee. 

Section  7.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 12.10  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12.10  [For  SF]  Field  Inspection  Fees.  When  the  fire  department  determines  a  field 
inspection  is  also  required  to  certify  that  building  construction  is  in  compliance  with  fire  safety 
regulations,  it  shall  calculate  an  additional  fee  to  compensate  for  the  additional  costs  to 
conduct  such  inspection{s).  The  central  permit  bureau  shall  collect  the  inspection  fee  due.  as 
calculated  by  the  fire  department,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a  building  permit.  Additional 
inspection  time  required  over  the  amount  of  time  set  forth  in  Table  1 06-C  shall  be  purchased 
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prior  to  inspection.  The  fire  department  shall  collect  a  fee  of  $9StO^$1  10.00  per  hour  for  the 
cost  of  providing  the  inspection  service.  The  fire  department  shall  reimburse  department  of 
building  inspection  special  fund  for  the  costs  incurred  by  the  department  of  building  inspection 
in  collecting  such  fees.  The  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Table  112-C.  Initial 
field  inspection  fees  will  be  charged  for  inspections  of  new  fire  alarm,  sprinkler,  and  gaseous 
suppression  systems  per  the  notation  in  Table  1 12-C. 

Section  8.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
112.11  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12. 11  [For  SF]  Pre-application  plan  review.  When  a  party  wishes  to  discuss  specific 
design  issues  or  submit  preliminary  designs  for  review  and  comment  by  the  Fire  Department 
prior  to  formal  application  for  permit,  a  fee  of  $190. 00$ 2 20.00  will  be  assessed.  This  fee  will 
provide  the  applicant  with  up  to  two  hours  for  research  and  meeting  with  Fire  Department 
personnel.  If  the  time  required  for  the  research  and  meeting  exceeds  2  hours,  additional  fees 
will  be  assessed  at  the  rate  of  $95.00$]  10.00  per  hour. 

Section  9.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 12.15  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.15  [For  SF]  Overtime  Fee.  Upon  a  request  from  a  person  or  firm  for  an  inspection 
that  is  not  scheduled  during  an  employee's  normal  working  schedule,  an  overtime  fee  will  be 
charged.  An  overtime  fee  of  $1 1 1 .00$}  17.00  per  hour  shall  be  collected.  The  minimum 
compensation  will  be  four  hours. 

Section  10.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 12.17  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 
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112.17  [For  SF]  Water  Flow  Request  Fee.  Upon  a  request  from  a  person  or  firm  for 
water  flow  information,  a  water  flow  fee  of  $95.00  $110.00  will  be  charged.  If  the  information 
requested  requires  Fire  Department  employees  to  perform  an  on-site  water  flow  lest,  a  fee  of 

$190.00$220.00  will  be  charged. 


Section  11.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 12.18  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.18  [For  SF]  Residential  Apartment/Hotel  Inspection  Fee.  An  inspection  fee  of 
$H6.00$157.00  will  be  charged  for  the  inspection  of  buildings  under  the  R1  and  R2  Residential 
Apartment/Hotel  Inspection  Program. 


Section  12.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
112.19  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12.19  [For  SF]  Key  Box  Installation  and  Maintenance  Program.  A  maintenance  fee  of 
$52.00$60. 00W\\\  be  charged  annually  for  the  Key  Box  Installation  and  Maintenance  Program. 


Section  13.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Table  112-A  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 
TABLE  112-A  -  PERMIT  FEES 

TYPE  OF  PERMIT  FEE 

Aircraft  repair  hangcrAviation  Facilities  $270. 00S330. 00 

Aircraft  refueling  vehicles  $270.00$330.00 

Amusement  Buildings,  Operation  $330. 00 

Automobile  parking  station  $270.00$330.00 

Battei-y  System,  Operation  $330.00 
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Burning,  removal  of  paint 

Carnivals  and  Fairs,  Operation 

Cellulose  nitrate  filnn.  storage,  handlins,  or  use 

Geliulosc  nitrate  storage 

Combustible  Diist-Producins  Operations 

Combustible  fiber  storage 

Combustible  material  storage 

Combustible  metal  processing 

Compressed  gases,  nonflammable 

Compressed  gases,  flammable 

Covered  mall  buildings.  Operation 

Installation  of  nonflammable  medical  gas  system 

Installation  of  flammable  gas  system 

Conditional  use 

Cryogenic  fluids,  produce,  store.  selL  <^handle^ 
dispense,  or  transport  on-site 
Cryogenic  fluids,  transport 
Dry-cleaning  plant 


Exhibits  and  Trade  Shows 

Explosives,  stof^e-storage,  handling,  sale,  or  use 

Fireworks,  display  or  special  effects 

Fireworks,  import  or  export 

Fireworks,  sell,  maintain  or  store 

M.'iynr  Nowsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$330.00 

$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$2  70. 00 
$330.00 

$270.00$3 30.00 
$270.00$3 30.00 
$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$2  70. 00$ 3 3 0.00 
$270.00$3 30.00 
$330.00 
$270.00$3 30.00 
$27 0.00$ 3 3  0.00 
$90.00 

$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$270.00 

$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$2  70. 00 
$270.00 
$330.00 

$270.00$330.00 
$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$270.00$3 30.00 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


$27 0.00$3 30.00 
$37 0.00$3 30.00 


Fireworks,  transport  $270.00$3 30.00 

Firefighter  air  systems,  maintenance  $270.00$330.00 
Flammable  finishes,  application  of  (includins 
floor  finishes) 
Limited  spray  paint 
Flammable  liquids,  installation  or  modification  of 

piping  systems,  including  dispensers  $270.003330. 00 

Flammable  liquids,  installation  of  storage  tanks  $270. 005330. 00 

Flammable  liquids,  portable  storage  tank  $270. 00$ 3 30. 00 
Flammable  liquids,  manufacture,  processing, 

blending  or  refining  $270.00$330.00 
Flammable  liquids,  removal,  abandonment. 

emptying  or  disposing  of  any  flammable  liquid  tank  $270. 00$ 3 30. 00 

Flammable  liquids,  service  station,  attendant  $270.00$330.00 

Flammable  liquids,  self-service  station  $270.003330.00 

Flammable  liquids,  self-sen/ice  station  partial  $270.00$330. 00 

Flammable  liquids,  storage  and  handling  $270. 00$3 30.00 

Flammable  liquids,  tank  vehicle  $270.00$330.00 

Flammable  liquids,  dispensing  from  a  tank  vehicle  $270. 003330.00 

Flammable  liquids,  testing  tank  for  leakage  $270.003330.00 
Flammable  liquids,  use  or  excavation  near  a  pipeline 

used  to  transport  $270.003330.00 

Fruit-ripening  process  $270.003330.00 

Fumigation  or  thermal  insecticidal  fogging  $270.003330. 00 

Hazardous  materials,  storage  $270.003330.00 
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Hazardous  materials,  Hnmsportation  use,  transport 
on-site,  dispense  or  handle 
High-piled  combustible  storage 
Hot  work  operations  (annual) 

Hot  work  on  piers  (annual) 
Industrial  ovens 

Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  handling 
Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  receiving 
Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  storing 
Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  transporting 
Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  using 
Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  unit  inspection  fee 
Liquefied  petroleum  gases,  installation 
Liquid  or  gas-fueled  vehicles  or  equipment  in 
assembly  buildings 
Lumber  storage 
Magnesium  processing 
Manufacture  of  any  organic  coating 
Mechanical  refrigeration 
Oil  wells 
Open  burning 

Open  flame  devices,  on  a  marina 

Open  flame  devices,  in  public  assembly,  bar,  or 

restaurant 
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Gem 


al  mobile  barbcqnc  unit 


Operate  or  maintain  any  lieliport  or  helistop 
Parade  floats 
Public  assembly 

Public  assembly-permanent  occupancy 

for  non-profit  group 

Pyroxylin  Plastics,  storage  or  handling 

Vehicle  garage,  storage/repair  garage 

Radioactive  material,  storage  of 

Readily  combustible  material,  storage  of 

Refrigeration  equipment 

Roofing,  application  with  open  fame 

Sprayins  or  dipping  operations 

Tent,  canopies,  or  temporary  membrane  structures 

Tire  rebuilding  operation 

Tires,  scrap  storage 

Vehicle  wrecking  yards,  junk  or  waste  material 

handling  plants 

Vending  and  standing  space 

Welding  and  cutting 


$270.00 

$27 0.00$2 30.00 

$270.00 

$27 0.00$ 3 30.00 

$0.00 

$330.00 
$270.00$330.00 
$270  00 

$270.005330.00 
$330.00 

$330.00 

$27 0.00$ 3 30.00 
$270.00$3 30.00 
$330.00 


$270.005330.00 
$270.00 


UmrG0$3 30.00 


Section  14.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Table  112-B  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 
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VALUATION 
Over 

SO  

Not  More  Than 
 $SW  

FEE 

 S-P^ 



 S^rOOO  

 $72.23  plus  $  I  i.  703 

 per  $1,000  over  $500 

S^tWO  

 $25.000  

 $91.28 plus  $10.S86 

$25.000  $50.000  $3H. 65 plus  $7,332 


$50.000  

 $100,000  

 per  $1,000  o^ 

^'cr  $25,000 
$1,899 

 $527.95  plus 

.>cr  $50,000 

$  J  00.000  

 $500,000  

 per  $1,000  o^ 

$2,015 

 $772.92  plus 

.vr  $100,000 

$500.000  

 $1,000.000  

 per  $1,000  01 

 $1,578.80  pit 

iS-$l^ 

-ef^^OMO 

$1.000.000  

 $5,000,000  

 per  $1,000  oi 

 $2,  N 2.  SO  pit 

is  $0,858 

^cr  $1,000,000 

$5.000,000  

 per  $1,000  o^ 

 $5,573.12  ph 

ts  $0,133 

 per  $1,000  o\ 

^.r  $5,000,000 

$0  $500  $55.00 

$500  $2,000  $83. 79  plus  $17.056 

 pej-  $1.000  over  $500 

$2.000  $25.000  $109.37 plus  $12.627 

 per  $1.000  over  $2.000 
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$25,000 

$50,000 

$399.80  plus  $8,505 

per  $1,000  over  $25,000 

$50,000 

$100,000 

$612.42  plus  $5,683 

per  $1,000  over  $50,000 

$100,000 

$500,000 

$896.59  plus  $2,337 

per  $1,000  over  $100,000 

$500,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,831.41  plus  $1,308 

per  $1,000  over  $500,000 

$1,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$2,485.65  plus  $0,995 

per  $1,000  over  $1,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$6,464.81  plus  $0502 

per  $1,000  over  $5,000,000 

NOTATION  TO  TABLE  112-B: 


EVACUATION  SIGNAGE:  Plan  review  beyond  thirty  minutes  will  be  assessed  at  an  hourly  rate 

of  $110. 00  per  hour. 


Section  15.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Table 
1 1 2-C  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

TABLE  1 12-C— FIELD  INSPECTION  FEES  (See  notation  for  additional  fees) 
VALUATION  FEE/INSPECTION  TIME  CREDIT 

Over  Not  More  Than 

$0  $10,000  $95r09$l  10.00  ONE  HOUR 

$10,000  $50,000  U9aW$22O00VMO  HOURS 

$50,000  $500,000  S2^5rW$330.00  THREE  HOURS 

$500,000  $5,000,000  $4 7 5. 00$ 5 5 0.00  FIVE  HOURS 
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$5,000,000  $10,000,000  $9S^rQO$JJ00.00JEN  HOURS 

$10,000,000  $25,000,000  $h9mrm$2.200.00  TWENTY  HOURS 

$25,000,000  $2^Sm.m$3. 300.00  JH\R1Y  HOURS 

NOTATION  TO  TABLE  112-C: 

NEW  FIRE  ALARM  SYSTEMS  $190.00$220.00  TWO  HOURS 

NEW  SPRINKLER  SYSTEMS  $285. 00$3 30.00  THREE  HOURS 

NEW  GASEOUS  SUPPRESSION  SYSTEMS  $  J  90.00$ 2 20.00  TWO  HOURS 

This  initial  minimum  inspection  fee  covers  all  inspections  up  to  the  hours  specified 
above.  If  the  inspections  for  the  new  system  exceed  the  hours  specified  above, 
additional  hourly  fees  will  be  assessed. 

Section  1 6.  This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1 , 
2009,  whichever  is  later. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  .  ■     ^  i  /t-    //  (Jy-'"'^ 

KATHARINE  HOBIN  PORTER 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090800 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Establishing  Carbon  Mitigation  Program.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding  a  new  Chapter 
52  to  establish  the  San  Francisco  Carbon  Mitigation  Program  administered  by  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  to  reduce  or  offset  local  greenhouse  gas  emissions; 
and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  a 

new  Chapter  52.  to  read  as  follows: 

CHAPTER  52:  SAy  FR4y CISCO  CARBOS MITIGATION PROGKAM 


DeparTment  of  the  Enviromnent  ro  address  the  carbon  pollution  generated  bv  Cin  operations,  and  bv 
other  activities  ofCin  officials  and  employees  in  the  course  and  scope  of  their  duties.  The  Program 
shall  surcharge  specified  activities  that  create  carbon  pollution  and  shall  redirect  and  expend  the 
resulting  funds  to  sustainable  local  projects  that  offset  greenhouse  gas  emissions. 

fb)       The  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  or  his  or  her  designee,  in 
consultation  \vith  the  Controller,  shall  implement  and  administer  the  San  Francisco  Carbon  Mitigation 
Program.  Tlie  Director  may,  from  time  to  time,  promulgate  appropriate  rules,  regulations  and 
guidelines  to  implement  the  Program.  In  implementing  the  Program,  the  Director  shall  authorize 
Carbon  Mitigation  Program  project  expenditures  onlv  for  public  or  private  initiatives  that  the  Director 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  Sew  Roman; 
deletions  are  stnkcthrough  italics  Tupxs  .W'u  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  striket^rough normal 


There  shall  be  a  San  Francisco  Carbon  Mitigation  Pro  gran:  administered  bv  the 
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finds  are  sustainable  and  will  reduce  or  offset  greenhouse  2as  emissions  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area. 

(c)  Beginning  July  1,  2009.  each  City  department  shall  o  ffset  increased  air  pollution 
attributable  to  airline  travel  for  official  Citv  business  by  paying  an  amount  equal  to  13%  of  the  actual 
airline  ticket  price  for  all  airline  travel  undertaken  by  City  officials  and  employees  in  the  course  and 
scope  of  their  duties  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  a  "  Carbon  Impact  Payment ").  A  Carbon  Impact 
Payment  is  required  for  each  airline  ticket,  whether  the  City  directly  purchases  the  ticket,  or  the  Cit\>  or 
a  non-City  source  reimburses  the  City  departtnent,  official  or  employee  for  the  ticket. 

(d)  The  Controller  shall  accumulate  Carbon  Impact  Payments  separate  and  apart  from 
other  City  funds.  The  Controller  shall  approve  the  procedures  for  administering  the  Carbon  Impact 
Payments  account  and  for  making  deposits  thereto  and  expenditures  therefrom.  Expenditures  from  and 
encumbrances  on  the  Carbon  Impact  Payments  account  shall  be  subject  to  the  budget  and  fiscal 
provisions  of  the  Charter.  Any  unexpended  and  unencumbered  balance  in  the  Carbon  Impact 
Payments  account  remaining  at  the  close  of  any  fiscal  year  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  provided  for  a 
specific  purpose  within  the  meaning  of  Section  6.306  of  the  Charter  and  shall  carry  forward  and  be 
accumulated  in  the  Carbon  Impact  Payments  account  in  the  succeeding  fiscal  year.  The  Controller 
shall  not  be  required  to  credit  interest  to  any  Carbon  Impact  Payments  account  balance. 

fe)       Carbon  Impact  Payments  may  fund  necessary  and  reasonable  administrative  costs  that 
the  Department  of  the  Environment  incurs  in  implementing  the  San  Francisco  Carbon  Mitisation 
Program,  with  any  remaining  balance  applied  to  projects  to  reduce  greenhouse  gas  emissions  in  the 
San  Francisco  Bay  Area  that  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  Chapter  52.  Wfiere  permitted  by  the 
funding  source,  the  Department  of  the  Environment  may  aggregate  Carbon  Impact  Payments  from 
different  departments  and  any  other  available  monies  to  fund  qualifying  projects.  Except  where 
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otherwise  required  by  law,  the  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  supervise  and  control  the 
expenditures  of  all  funds  appropriated  from  the  Carbon  Impact  Payments  account. 

(f)  Where  laws  governinz  a  funding  source  do  not  authorize  the  payment  of  Carbon  Impact 
Payments  or  prohibit  expenditures  of  Carbon  Impact  Payments  for  projects  qualifyin2  under  this 
Chapter  52,  the  department  authorizing  the  travel  shall,  in  lieu  of  making  a  Carbon  Impact  Payment, 
use  an  amount  equivalent  to  the  otherwise  required  Carbon  Impact  Payment  for  expenditures  that  the 
department  determines,  after  consultation  with  the  Director  of  the  Environment,  or  his  or  her  designee, 
are  sustainable  and  will  reduce  greenhouse  2as  emissions. 

(g)  TJie  Department  of  the  Environment  is  authorized  to  apply  for,  accept,  and  expend  any 
grants,  gifts  or  other  funds  that  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  receives  to  implement  projects  to 
reduce  greenhouse  gas  emissions  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  that  comply  with  the  requirements  of 
this  Chapter  52.  The  Controller  shall  accumulate  monies  from  such  grants,  ^i  fts  or  other  funds 
separate  and  apart  from  other  City  funds,  except  that,  where  permitted  by  the  funding  source,  the 
Controller  may  accumulate  such  monies  with  other  funds  in  the  Carbon  Impact  Payments  account.  .4ny 
unexpended  and  unencumbered  Grants,  gifts  or  other  funds  not  accumulated  in  the  Carbon  Impact 
Payments  account  that  are  remaining  at  the  close  of  any  fiscal  year  shall  carry  forward  for  their 
intended  purposes  in  the  succeedins  fiscal  year. 
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Section  2.  Environmental  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.)-  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.    090800  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J,  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  ^^^.^  ^  

Catharine  Barnes 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090724 


AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE  -  6/29/09 
ORDINANCE  NO 


[Establishing  a  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee.] 

Ordinance  amending  tlie  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  (1)  by  adding  a  new 

Chapter  105  to  establish  a  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  of        S0.20  per  pack  of 

cigarettes  sold  in  San  Francisco  to  recover  the  cost  of  abating  cigarette  litter  from  City 

streets,  sidewalks,  and  other  public  property  and  (2)  by  adding  a  new  Section  10.100- 

4€ZD  to  establish  a  m  Environment  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fund;  amending  the  San 

Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  19H,  Section  1009.60  to  tft€lude4^e  failufo-to-pay  the 

Cigafotte  Litter  Abatement  Foo  among  the  violatiofl-G  of  Tobae€Q-GQrvtfGl-Law&-fof-wh4€h  alio  v.' 

the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health  may  ta,suspend  a  tobacco  sales  permit 

and  impose  administrative  penalties  for  failure  to  pay  the  CiqareUe. Lilt ei  Abatement  Fee; 

(3)-by  amending  Article  6  of  the  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to 

include  the  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee;  and  making  environmental  findings. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman'. 

deletions  are  strike  through  italics  Times  New-Rom^. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double-underlined: 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfiket^ 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Purpose  and  Findings. 

alifomia  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Ei-determfftation  is  on  file 


Board  of  Supon 
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Saf>  -F-faneiS€Q-€oUeGtivelv  spent  in  excess  o/ $44^QaT0Q0-$24.792.558  removing  Utter  from  the 
sidewalks,  gutters  and  outdoor  public  spaces  of  San  Francisco. 

(G^  According  to  the  2009  audit  of  the  composition  of  street  and  sidewalk  litter  conducted  by 
MGM  Manazement,  cigarette  butts  and  related  packaging  litter  constitute  25%  of  all  such  litter  thereby 
accounting  for  nearly  $11 .000.000$6^^98,969  of  the  City's  annual  litter  removal  costs. 

fdc)  In  2009,  Health  Economics  Consulting  Group  conducted  a  report  on  the  cost  o/" tobacco 
cigarette  litter  to  the  City  of  San  Francisco  and  calculated  a  maximum  permissible  fee  per  pack  of 
cisarettes  that  offsets  to  offseUhe  City's  costs  of  abating  tobacco  cigarette  litter  abatement 

costs.  The  report  is  on  fde  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Super\>isors  in  File  No.    99Q72A  and 

is  incorporated  herein  by  reference.  It  concludes  that  a  fee  of  up  to  ^t033-Q^22  per  pack  of  cigarettes 
sold  in  San  Francisco  may  be  imposed  to  offset  the  City's  tobacco-cXgarette  litter  abatement  costs. 

(e6)  In  addition  to  the  aesthetic  degradation  that  results  from  litter  generally,  cigarette  litter 
uniquely  damages  the  enyironment.  The  smoked        and  leftover  tobacco  from  smoked  cisaretteg 
butts  contain  a  variety^  of  toxic  organic  compounds  and  heavy  metals  that  can  cause  toxicity  in  the 
marine  environment.  Standard  Acute  Aquatic  Toxicity  tests  conducted  by  Dr.  Richard  Gersberg,  Ph.D. 
at  San  Die^o  State  University  have  determined  that  the  Lethal  Concentration  that  kills  50%  of  both 
freshwater  Flat  Head  Minnows  and  saltwater  Smelt  in  a  96  hour  period  {commonly  referred  to  as  the 
LC50)  occurs  in  a  solution  of  just  one  smoked  cigarette  butt  in  approximately  a  one  liter  bucket  of 
water. 

(^)  This  Ordinance  establishes  the  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  that  will  provide  revenue  to 
mitigate  the  City's  annual  costs  of  abating  the  nuisance  that  cisaretfe  butts  and  ot^r  cigarette 
related  litter  causeg. 

(Gt^)  Imposing  a  litter  impact  fee  directly  on  the  cigarette  purchaser  at  the  point  of  sale  for 

each  pac-k-ef  cigarettes  sold  in  the  City  at  the  poifvt-Qf-sate  is  the  most  practical  and  equitable 
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revenue  mechanism  to  recover  the  public  expense  required  to  abate  cigarette  litter.  Tho  foo  is 

(^<^}  The  Cisarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  will  also  mitleate  support  public  efforts  to  curb 
improper  cigarette^//»gr  disposal  behavior  by  funding  anti-cigarette  litter  education,  and  will  provide 
the  revenue  required  to  administer  this  Ordinance,  including  but  not  limited  to.  COStS  for  collecting  , 
processing  the-fees  and  process  a?id  enforcing  compliance  with  the  Ciearette  Litter  Abatement 

Fees  requirement. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  heie,by^§me_.nded  by  adding^ 
new  Chapter  105  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  105.1.  TITLE. 

This  Ordinance  shall  be  known  as  the  "Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  Ordinance"  and  the 
^fee  imposed  herein  shall  be  hiown  as  the  "Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee.  " 
SEC  105.2.  DEFINITIONS. 

The  following  definitions  shall  apply  for  purposes  of  this  Ordinance: 

(a)  "Ciqarotto  littor  abatomont"  moans  ciqarotto  littor  colloction  and  ren^val.  proper 
cigarotte  litter  disposal  education,  foo  colloction,  adfrnfflstotion  and  onler^ement.  '^Cigarette 
Retailer"  means  a  person  required  to  obtain  and  maintain  a  tobacco  sales  permit  under  San 
Francisco  Health  Code  section  1009.52. 

(b)  "Cisarette  salosSale"  means  any  sales,  or  offe^4o-seH-Qr-exohanqo.  for  anyLfpfm-of 
consideration,  cigarettes  to  any  person  by  any  person-who-operates-^n-estebli sHrnentjan^ 
transfer  of  title  or  possession  of  a  Pack  or  Packs  of  Cigarettes  bv  a  Cigarette  Retailer  to  a 
person  for  a  consideration,  exchange  or  barter,  in  any  manner  or  by  any  means  whatever. 

fc)  "City"  means  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(d)  "Dopartmont"  moans  the  Dopartmont  of  Public  Health, 

(e)  "Diroctor"  moans  the  Director  of  Health  or  his  or  her  desigr^. 
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(^)-^stafe>yst^ffler)t^eaRS  any  stofo.  stand,  booth,  conee&sion  or  any  other  of^teffiflse 
y^t-ef>§ages-4f^  tt^reta^  sale--Qf-^igaretteSr4RGludlng4hose-M'ho-opefat^^ 
from  wh<Gh-€4gafeU€s-are  sold  in  tho  City. 

"Fee"  means  the  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  imposed  pursuant  to  this  Chapter  105  of 
the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(h)  "Refmlttee^eans  a  persofi-who  has  obtained  a  tobacco  sa{e&-peffy)li4€)r  a  Gpocific 
location  pursuant  to  the  Health  Code  AftiG]e-4-9HT 

ie)  "inventory  Purchase  lnvoice!Lnie^ajis_a,.fiurcliase^      for  every  Cigarette 
Retailer  tobacco  product  purchase,  that  meets  the  requirements  of  California  Business  and 
Professions  Code  Section  22978.4.  as  it  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time,  and  that 
California  Business  and  Professions  Code  Section  22974  requires  a  Cigarette  Retailer  to 
retain  for  at  least  four  vears. 

if)  "Pack  of  Cigarettes"  means  the  individual  packet,  box  or  other  container  bv  which 
retail  sales  of  cigarettes  are  normally  made  or  intended  to  be  made.  "Pack  of  Cigarettes" 
does  not  mean  containers  such  as  cartons,  cases,  bales  or  boxes  which  contain  smaller 
packaged  units  of  cigarettes. 

"Person  "  means  any  individual,  partnership,  cooperative  association,  private  corporation, 
personal  representative,  receiver,  trustee,  assignee,  or  any  other  legal  entity  s\J bjeet  to  Health  Code 
ArtiGle-49H-other  than  a  cigarette  wholesaler,  cigarette  distributer,  cigarette  manufacturer  or 
Cigarejte  RetailejL 

^h)  "Purchaser"  means  the  person  obtaining  cigarettes  from  a  Cigarette  Retailer  as  a 

result  of  n  Cigarette  Sale  any-pefsofv^G4)yys-OF^x€l^fi§es-^or-^ 
cigarettes  from -arv-establ»shn=>eRt. 
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(\)  "Rule"  means  any  rule,  regulation,  guideline,  ir^^ruction  or  prescribed  form  that  the 
Tax  Collector  duly  issues,  promulgates  or  adopts  under  either  Section  105.4^b)  of  this 
Ordinance  or  Article  6  of  the  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to  enforce  and  administer 
this  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  Ordinance. 

(\[)  "Tax  Collector"  means  the  designee  of  the  Office  of  the  Treasurer  and  Tax  Collector  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

SEC  105.3.  IMPOSITION  OF  CIGARETTE  LITTER  ABA  TEMENT  FEE. 

(a)  The  City  hereby  imposes  a  Ciearette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  at  the  rate  q/" 507^3-0.20  per 
pack  of  cigarettes  Pack  of  Cioarettesy  on  the  purchaser  Purchaser  for  all  Cigarette  S^|es  ol 
each  pack  of  cigarettes  sold  within  the  seosraphic  limits  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  subject  to  adjustment  from  time  to  time  under  subsection       below.  The_Feg  shall  b e 
imposeclpn  a  per-Pack  of  Cigarettes  basis  for  Cigarette  Sales  in  larger  quantities.  The  Fee  is 
payable  at  the  time  of  the  Cigarette  Sale  transaction,  The  Foo  is  imposed  at  the  time  of 
purchase  of  each  pack  of  cigarettes  sold,  whether  the  cigarottes-affi-sold  as-individual 
cigarettes,  packs,  or  in  multi  pack  cartons. 

(b)  Each  Cigarette  Retailer  shall  collect  the  Fee  from  the  Purchaser  at  the  time  gf  the 
Cigarette  Sale  and  remit  the  collected  revenue  to  the  City  as  proyided  in  Sub,s.£Ctigri(c)..Ea€h 


within  the  geographic  boundarios  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  shall  colleet-the 
Fee  from  the  purchaser  along  with  the  charge  for  the  cigarottos  at  tho  time  of  calo  and  remit 


shall  add  tho  Foo  to  and  cause  it  to  be  separately  stated  on  the  purchasers  bill  as  "Cigarette 
Litter  and  Abatemont  Foo." 

I^ll'tho  pormittoo  under  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  19H  fails  to  collect  the 
Fee  that  subsection  (a)  roquiros.  tho  permittoo  is  liable  to  tho  City  for  tho  full  fee  amount.  The 


les,  in  any  establishment  located 


^ty-as  provided-!^ 


Httee 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERyiSORS 


Pages 
6/26/2009 

n:\govem\as2003»900167\005653e3.<k)C 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Cigarette  Retailer  shall  hold  the  collected  Fee  revenue  in  trust  for  the  City  and  remit  such 
revenue  to  the^Tax  Collector  each^^  on  or  before  the  last  dav  of  the  month 

immediately  following  each  respective  quarterly  period,  and  in  accordance  with  the  Tax 
Collector's  Rules,  except  that  all  such  amounts  shall  be  due  immediately  upon  the  City's 
suspension  of  a  Cigarette  Retailer^^^  Article  19H  tobacco  sales  permit,  or  upon  a 

Clqaj_eUe  ReJaHej-S  voluntary  surrender_oLsycJijob^co_sales  permit^jLupon  the  transferof 
ownership  or  cessation  of  a  Cioarette  Retailer's  business  for  any  reason. 

(d)  If  the  Cisarette  Retailer  fails  to  collect  and  remit  the  Fee  as  Subsections  (a),  (h)  and  (c) 
require,  the  Cigarette  Retailer  is  liable  to  the  City  for  the  full  Fee  amount. 

(d)  The  City  may  use  the  Fee  proceeds  solely  to  fund  the  expenses  that  the  City  will 

education  and  foe  collection,  administration  and  enforcement  costs.  The  Tax  Collector  shall 
be-fuily-rcimbursod  fop^lection  expenses,  includiftg  but  neUimited  to,  personnel,  training, 
space,  equipmentr-matenals^nd-suppiiesr-and-systems-pfogfamming^ enhancements-specific 

(e)  The  Tax  Collector  shall  deposit  all  monies  collected  pursuant  to  this  Cigarette  Litter 
Abatement  Fee  Ordinance  to  the  credit  of  the  Environment  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fund 
authorized  bv  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  10.100-70.  Said  fund  shall  be  used 
exclusivelv  for  the  following  purposes: 

(1 )  Refunds  of  any  overpavments  of  the  Fee  imposed  hereunder: 

(2)  Costs  of  administratijDn,  collection  and  enforcement  of  thi^s  Cigarette  Litter 
Abatement^Eeg^Q^rd^^^^  personnel,  trainino. 
space,  equipment,  materials  and  supplies,  and  svstems  programming  expenses  specific  to 
collecting  the  Fee: 
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(3)  Costs  of  public  outreach  and  education  to  curb  improper  cigarette  litter  disposal: 


and 


(4)  Costs  to  collect  and  remove  cigarette  litter  from  Citv  sidewalks,  gutters  and  public 

spaces. 

Rues-sepafato  from-ott^ep-Gity-funds  and  deposit 
ynd-authoffzed-tey  Soction  10.100  46^the-San 
ivoiy  for  oligiblo  ci§afeUe4ittep-atotement 

(tg)  Fee  Adjustment.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  201 1-2012,  the  City  may  adjust  the  Fee  each 
year,  witliout  further  action  by  tJje  Board  of  Superyisors,  as  set  forth  in  this  subsection. 

(1)  Not  later  than  April  1.  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  or  his  or  her 
designer  shall  report  to  the  Controller  the  Fees  collected  from  fof  the  prior  fiscal  year  and  the  pity's 
prior  fiscal  year's  costs  of  ciaQrotto  litter  abatomeRt  to  support  the  services  and  activities 
described  in  Section  105.3(e)  herein,  as  well  as  any  other  infor-mation  that  tlw  Controller  deems 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  performance  of  the  duties  set  forth  herein. 

(2)  Not  later  than  May  15,  the  Controller  shall  determine  whether  the  current  ^ees~have  Fee 
h§M=produced  or  afe-i§  projected  to  produce  revenues  sufficient  to  support  the  COSts  of  cigarette 
littor  abatomont  for  vyhich  the  City  asGossod  the  Foosjhe  seryices^n^^ctjyMes  described  in 
Section  1 05.3(e)  herein  and  that  the  Fees-currenLEeejias  have  not  produced  or  are-is  not 
projected  to  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the-COSts-of-previdin^he-necessary 
to  support  those  services  and  activities  services  for  which  the  Foos  arc  assossed, 

(3)  The  Controller  shall,  if  necessaty,  adjust  the  Fee  upward  or  downward  for  the  upcoming 
fiscal  year  as  appropriate  to  ensure  that,  over  time,  the        program  recovers  no  more  than  the  costs 
of  ciqarotte  litter  abatement  the  services  and  activities  described  in  Section  105.3(e)  herein. 
The  adjusted  fates  Fee  shall  become  operative  on  July  1. 
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(4)  The  Tax  Collector  shall  post  the  adjusted  fee  Eee_o;;  its  website.  Failure  to  make  the 
posting:  that  this  subsection  requires  shall  not  affect  the  rights  of  the  City  to  collect  the  adjusted  Fee. 
SEC.  105.'1.  RULES^NP-RE-GyW\TjQNS. 

(a)  The  Qife€t€)f-and  Tax  CoUeGtop-roay^dept  rules  af>d-Fegyiat40ffs4eF-t^e  purpose-of 
carrying  out  and  enforcing  this  Chapter,  provided  that  such  rules  and  regulations  oholl  require: 

(1)  That-Fee&4l^<& 
before-the-las^day-of4lie  month  immodiate^y-fe 

except-ttot-ait-such  amoufits-shaH  be  due  immediately  upon  the  Cit/s-suspensloft-ef 

velyntary  suffers 
fef  any  reas 

(2)  -Pepmitte 

d  in  San  Francisco  or  use  the  pu rchasc  invoices  of  cigarette  purchased  for  the  applicable 
period  a s  a  record  to  support  its  return  with  the  Quarterly  Fee  payment    Permittee's  returns 
de  adjustments  to  the  total  on  the  purchase  invoices  to  reflect  the  number  of  actual 

purehase-4f^voiee&^^ff>efmitteo's  retufn-relies  on  purchase  invotees- 
packs-of-cigafetfes-sold  in  San  FpanGiscGT-pefmjt^ee-may-submi^R-affkiavit  explaining  the 
fetatienship-between-the-Eee  payment  to  the  City  and  the  cigaretfes  purchasedr 

(^)-P-efmittee-sl^U-hel44be-fevenue  collecte4-as-tbe-Foo  in  trust  for  the  City^4-sball 
remit  to  the  Tax  Colleetof-a-s-prescribed-by-this  Chapter  an4-Bt:^sif^ess-af^-Tax  Regulatiofvs 
Code.  Aftlde-&7-Se€tion-§7-1  1  ot.  seq.,  Gonw^n  Administrative-Rr-ovisions;  and 

{4^T4ie-Tax-Golle6tef-shall-G0llectthe^Fee-^rsuant-t0-the-Susiness-afl4 
Regyfations-Godo,  Article  Sr-Seotion  6.1  1  et.  seqTT-GemmQfv-Admjmstratlve-Rfevfsioft&T 
prQvided-that-nothiRQ-in-t^&-GhapteF-nor  in  Article  6  of  the  BusIross  and  Tax  Regula^ons 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  8 

6/26/2009 

n:\govem\as2009\0900167\00565383.cloc 


'  1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


jPQ^^Q  |_jttcr  Abotcmont  Foe  ic  o  t3x  rothor  thon 

Wfe-su€Mftformatiofv-an€i-€^G€umeRte{H3fvffom^ffflittee-a6 
is  reasonably  nocoGGary  to  dGtormiRe-eompliafiGe  wttMhe-Fequirements-of  this  Chapter. 

(b)  Failure  or  refusal  to-eemply  witl^-afvy-Ril6s-af>4-fegulatioF>s-pfQmu<gated  ^jfKief^th^s 
Seetion  shall  be  a  violatlofl-ef  and  subject  to  tho  penalties  of  this  Chapter. 
SEC.  105.5.  RECORDS. 

uding-but-fiot  linr>ite<j-{€>T 
Shs  may  be  neeessary  to-deternr>ine  the  an^unt  of 
the  Fee  for  whieh  the  pernnittee  may  be  liable,  inclu^if^all  local, -State-and-fe^iefaMax-returf^s 
of  any  kind,  for  a  period  of  five  years.  The  Tax  Collector  shall  havo  tho  right  to  inspects 
examine,  and  copy  such  records  at  any  time  during  normal  business  hours.  RofusoMo-allow 
full  inspection,  examination  or  copying  of  such  records  shall  subject  tho  permittee  to  tho 


penalties  contained  in  Article  6  of  tho  Busin 


and  Tax  Regulations  Code.  Where  the 


permittee  does  not  have  the 


sary  records  or  fails  to  produ 


such  records 


MIfRely 


ee-basod  upon  arvy-lnformatlon  in  the  Tax 

determination  shall  bo  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  pGrmittoe^s4tabflity4f^-afvy-sy b5e€}uef>t 
administrative  or  judicial  proceeding. 

(b)  Invoices  shall-if^lydo  tho  name,  addfes&r-aftcMelephone  number  of  tho  distflbt^tor 

he-vvholosalor  as  provided  by  the-State 


distributor  on  the  salo  of  cigarettos;  tho  r 


addfess-.  and  llcens 


umber  of  the  retailo 


nized  listing  of  the  cigarette s  sold 
ale  of  cigarettes  shall  be  legible  and 


readable. 
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(ef-l^T-ax-GGlleetQf-may-efder  any  porGOftSr-w^et^eF-as  permittooD,  witeesses,  or 
custodian  of  reGordsT-tQ  pFGdu€e-fQr-4nspe€tjQn.  examination  and  Gopy4ng  at  tho  Tax 
Gotioctor's  officG  all  books,  papef&-and-feGOfds-whi€h4l^e-Tax-Golle€tor-believes  may  have 
felevanGe-to-enforcing  compltanee-witti  the  determination-and  collection  of  the  assessmentr 
Tho  Tax-Goiieetof^Ttay-QFder  the  attendance 
as  permittees  witnesses  or  cus 

any^kf)owledge-of-such  booksr^apefs-and-records.  The  Tax  CoHe 
subpoenas  to  carry  out  these  provisions 
SEC.  105.6.  AUDIT. 

"PI^Q  "Pqx  Collector  or  his  or  her  designee  shall  at  all  times  during  normal  business 
hours,  have  tho  right  to  inspect,  examinorand-copy  tho  rocor4s-Gf^y-Gi9afette-pepmiMee 
operating  in  the  City  and  may  audit  tho  permittee's  books  and  issue  deficiency  and  jeopardy 

purpose  of  ascertaining-and  dotermining-eomptiance  witMhis-Gigafette  Litter  Abatement  Foe 
Ofdinancor 

SEC.  105.74.  ENFORCEMENT. 

(a)  The  Tax  Collector  shall  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement 
Fee  Ordinance.  The  Tax  Collector  shall  collect  the  Fee,  conduct  audits,  and  issue  deficiency 
and  jeopardy  determinations  pursuant  to  the  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code.  Article  6. 
provided  that  nothinc  in  this  Ordinance  or  in  Article  6  of  the  Business  and  Tax  Regulations 
Code  shgij  bej;orLstrued  to  mean  that  th^  Cigarette  Ljtter  Ab_atement  Fegjs  a  tax  rather  than  a 
fee.  The  Tax  Collector  may  is„s_ue.  and  serve,  subpoenas  to  earn/  out  these^duties. 

(b)  The  Tax  Collector  shall  have  the  power  and  duty  to  promulgate  Rules  to  implement 
gind_a_dminister  this.J)rdinance.  including  but  not  limited  to  Rules_prescnbing_methods_and 
schedules  for  Fee  collection,  paymgnt  and  verification.  A  Cigarette  Retailer's  failure  or  refusal 
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to  comply  with  any  Rule  shall  be  a  violation  of  this  Ordinance  and  mav  subject  the  violator  to 
the  penalties  set  forth  herein  or  in  Business  and_Tax  Regulations  Code.  Article  6. 

(c)  Until  othen^vise  specified  bv  Rule,  the  Tax  Collector  shall  allow  anv  Cigarette 

Retailer  to  reoort  Cigarette  Sales  based  either  on  its  I nvjenlory_£u.Lchase  invoices  for  tho 
reporting  period  or  its  Cigarette  Sales  records  for  the  reporting  period.  A_C i y •  r •  •  t v ;  f •  •  i > I e r 
shall  use  the  same  method  for  calculating  and  reporting  its  Fees  each  reoor'  -tij 
otherwise  specified  bv  Rule. 

(d)  The  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  Ordinance  is  a  lQMcco_ControJ  Law  under 
Health  Code  Section  1009.60.  Upon  a  decision  of  the  Director  of  the  DegajImenLof  Pu bljQ 
Health  that  anv  Cigarette  Retailer  has  engaged  in  anv  conduct  that  vi.Ql^Jes,gn:y_requi ro ment 
of  this  Ordinance,  the  Director  mav  suspend  the  Cigarette  Retailer'sjobacco  sales_i3£rmjt  as 
set  forth  in  Health  Code  Section  1009.66.  impose  administrative  penalties  as  set  forth  Jn 
Health  Code  Section  1009.67.  or  both  suspend  the  permit  and  impose  administrative 
penalties. 

SEC.  105.5.  RECORDS  FOR  ENFORCEMENT  ONLY 

(a)  Everv  Cigarette  Retailer  shall  keep  and  preserve  all  such  records  as  the  Tax 
Collector  mav  reguire  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  and  determining  compliance  with  this 
Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  Ordinance,  including  but  not  limited  to.  all  local.  State  and 
Federal  tax  returns  and  all  Inventory  Purchase  Invoices,  for  a  period  of  four  vears.  Cigarette 
Retailers  shall  submit  copies  of  such  records  with  its  periodic  Fee  returns  as  the  Tax  Collector 
mav  bv  Rule  reguire.  and  shall  make  its  original  documents  available  at  its  retail  location  for 
review,  inspection  or  copying  by  the  Tax  Collector  upon  reouest  during  normal  business 
hours. 

(b)  The  City  shall  access  and  use  Cigarette  Retailers'  records  reguired  to  be  prepared 
or  provided  under  this  Ordinance  and  Rules  promulgated  hereunder,  including  but  not  limited 
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to  its  local.  State  and  Federal  tax  returns  and  Inventory  Purchase  Invoices,  solely  for  the 
purposes  of  enfojicjn^Jiis  Qgaret^^  Fee  Ordinance.  The  City  shall  adhere 

to  all  appljca ble  state  andjocal  laws,  policies  and  regulations  pertaLnLnc3[Jci_personal 
inform  a  t  i  o  n .  i  n  d  i  v  i  d  u  a  I  privacy,  trade  secrets  and  proprietary  information  with  respect  to  such 
records. 

Codo  Section  1009.60.  The  Director  shall  onforco  all  provisions  of  this  Ordinance.  Upon  a 


de€fsief^-of4^-Qffe€toF4hat-any-pefSGn-sybject  to  thfs 
that-violates-afvy-Fequirement-of-thts-OfdiF^an 


nance-has-engaged  in  any  conduct 


tobacco  sales  permi^^s  set  forth  in  Health  Code  Section  1009.66,  impose  a4n 


stfatfve 


impose 


penalties  as-set-forth  in  Hea^tlvGodo  Soction  1009.67,  or-hoth-^uspend-the-pem 
administfative-penalties, 

SEC.  105.8.  SEVERABIUTV. 

or  to  any  pr^perty-as-to  whom-o^ 
provided-herein.  If  any  wo 
imposed-tfporv-any-pefson-^ 

or-part-Qf-this-OFdiffancer^r-peFson-o^entity^nd-shal!  not  affe 
Femalmng-pfGvisien&rAA/ord,  sontencos.  clausos,  sections  or  other  parts  o^ 
tts-effec^on-other  persons  or  entities.  It  is  hereby  deGlafe44o  be  the4ntentiGn 
Sti pefvisoFS-o^tt=ie-City-4hat  this  Ordinance  wofc^ld-have-been-adoptecf-had-sych 
unGGnst4tyt4onalT-inegal-Gr-4ftvaji4-wGrd,  sontonco,  clauser-section  or-par^Gf-tl^s-Qfdinanee-not 
beefv-ir^ded4vefelnfo^1ia€l-su€h-peFS0n-GP^tity-beeivexpressly-Gxempted4f«F^ 
afipli€at^Gn-of-this-Qrd^nanGe^-TG-this  end-thG-prGvis^Gns-Gf4his-Qfdinance  are  sever-ablOr 


i-the-power-Gf-t+ie-City^G-i) 
Gction  or  pa rt  of  this  Ordinani 

aU-affect  only-such-WGrdr-Glau s( 
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SEC.  1 05. 9.  EFFECTIVE/OPERA  TIVE  DA  TES. 

This  Chapter  shall  become  effective  upon  passage,  except  thai  the  Fee  imposed  by  this  Chaptor 
Qrdinance_.y/;fl//  become  operative  and  be  imposed  on  October  1.  2009.  and  shall  not  apply  Pfkx  to 
said  dQto  to  Cigarette  Sales  that  occur  prior  to  October  1.  2009. 

Section  3.  SEVERABILITY. 

The  provisions  of  this  ordinance  shall  not  apply  to  any  person,  association,  corporation 
or  to  any  property  as  to  whom  or  which  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  the  City  to  impose  the  Fee 
provided  herein.  If  any  word,  sentence,  clause^ection  or^partjjf  this  Ordinance,  or  anv  Fee 
imposed  uoon  any  person  or  entity  is  found  to  be  unconstitutional,  illeoal  or  invalid,  such 
unconstitutionality,  illegality,  or  invalidity  shall  affect  only  such  word,  clause,  sentence,  section 
or  part  of  this  Ordinance,  or  person  or  entity:  and  shall  not  affect  or  impair  any  of  the 
remaininc  provisions,  word,  sentences,  clauses,  sections  or  other  parts  of  this  Ordinance,  or 
its  effect  on  other  persons  or  entities.  It  is  hereby  declared  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  the  City  that  this  Ordinance  would  have  been  adopted  had  such 
unconstitutional,  illegal  or  invalid  word.  sentence,_cLause,  section  or  partoLtbis  Ordinance  not 
been  included  herein:  or  had  such  person  or  entity  been  expressly  exempted  from  the 
application  of  this  Ordinance.  To  this  end  the  provisions  of  this  Ordinance  are  severable. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  h e re by_a mended  by  adding  a 
new  Section  10.100-70  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  a 
new  Section  10.100-^6  to  road  as  follows: 

SEC.  10.I00A%70.  ENVIRONMENT  CIGARETTE  LITTER  ABA  TEMH.M  /  Y  M) 

(a)  Establishment  of  Fund.  The  Environment  Ciearette  Litter  Abatement  ^^e-Fund  is 
established  as  a  catesorv  four  fund  as  defined  in  Section  10. 100-1  of  the  Administrative  Code  and  shall 
receive  all  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fees  imposed  and  collected  under  Chapter  105  of  the 
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San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.mofHes-€Qtiected  pwsyant  to  Admiffl&tfat4vn  Codn 
Chapter  105  and  Hoalth  Code  Article  19H  Section  1009.60(b) 

(b)  Use  of  Fund.  The4yfid-shall  be  use4-solelv-for-€k}arette4i{tef-abatefneftt-GGsts 
incurred  by,  or  on  behalf  of.  the-Gity  and-Gounty-of  San-f-fancisco.  in€lu^mg-€i§arette4fttef 
rcmovol  costs,  anti  ciQorette  litter  education  cocts  and  fee  collection  odministrotion  and 
efrforcoment  costs.  The  City  shall  use  this  fund  exclusively  for  the  following  purposes: 

(1)  Refunds  ofany  oyerpaynnents  of  the  Fee  imposed  hereunder: 

(2)  Costs  of  administration,  collection  and  enforcement  of  the  Cioarette  Litter 
Abate^ment  Ordinance,  including  but  not  limited  to.  the  Tax  Collector's  personnel,  training, 
space,  eauioment.  materials  and  supplies,  and  systems  programmino  expenses  specific  to 
collection  of  the  Fee: 

(3)  Costs  of  public  outreach  and  education  to  curb  improper  cigarette  litter  disposal: 

and 

(4)  Costs  to  collect  and  remove  cigarette  litter  from  City  sidewalks,  gutters  and  public 

fc)  Administration  of  Fund.  Expenditures  from  the  fund  shall  be  made  upon  the 
recommendation  of  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment  with  the  approval  of  the 
Controller.  Expenditures  and  encumbrances  from  this  fund  shall  be  subject  to  the  budget  and  fiscal 
p?'Ovisions  of  the  Charter. 

Section  3-.§.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Article 
19H,  Section  1009.60,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1009.60.  CONDUCT  VIOLATING  TOBACCO  CONTROL  LAWS. 

(a)  Upon  a  dccisiof}-by  //[the  Director  decides  that  the  permittee  or  the  permittee's  agent 
or  employee  has  engaged  in  any  conduct  that  violates  local,  state,  or  federal  law  applicable  to 
tobacco  products  or  tobacco  sales,  including  Administrative  Code  Chapter  105  ( imposing  Cisarette 
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Litter  Abatement  Fee),  the  Director  may  suspend  a  tobacco  sales  permit  as  set  forth  in  section 
1009.66,  impose  administrative  penalties  as  set  forth  in  section  1009.67.  or  both  suspend  the 
permit  and  impose  administrative  penalties. 

(b)  The  Director  shall  commence  enforcement  of  this  section  by  serving  either  a  notice 
of  correction  under  section  1009.68  of  this  Article  or  a  notice  of  initial  determination  under 
section  1009.69  of  this  Article. 

Section  4t§.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby 
amended  by  amending  Article  6,  Section  6.1  -1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  6.1-1.  COMMON  ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS. 

(a)  Except  where  the  specific  language  of  the  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  or 
context  otherwise  requires,  these  common  administrative  provisions  shall  apply  to  Articles  6. 
7,  9,  10,  1 0B,  1 1 ,  12,  12-A  and  12-B  of  such  Code  and  to  Chapter  105  of  the  San  Francisco 
Admifiistrative  Code-4&-.  Any  provision  of  this  Article  6  that  references  or  applies  to  Article  10 
shall  be  deemed  to  reference  or  apply  to  Article  1 0B.  Any  provision  of  this  Article  6  that 
references  or  applies  to  a  tax  shall  be  deemed  to  also  reference  or  apply  to  a  fee  administered  pursuant 
to  this  Article. 

(b)  Unless  expressly  provided  otherwise,  all  statutory  references  in  this  Article  and  the 
Articles  set  forth  in  Subsection  (a)  shall  refer  to  such  statutes  as  amended  from  time  to  time 
and  shall  include  successor  provisions. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  Article,  a  domestic  partnership  established  pursuant  to 
Chapter  62  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  shall  be  treated  the  same  as  a  married 
couple. 

Section  6.  Environmental  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the_aciio,nsjLOjit  em  plated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
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Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  sea.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
^oard  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  nqn??^  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


CATHARINE  BARNES 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County'  of  San  Francisco  i  or  caHi« b  SJxiiai puce 

San  Fraocuco.  CA  94 1 02-46S9 

Tails 
Ordinance 


File  Number:       090724  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  (1)  by  adding  a  nev/  Chapter  105  to 
establish  a  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  of  $0.20  per  pack  of  cigarettes  sold  in  San  Francisco  to 
recover  the  cost  of  abating  cigarette  litter  from  City  streets,  sidewalks,  and  other  public  property  and 
(2)  by  adding  a  nev;  Section  10.100-70  to  establish  an  Environment  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fund, 
amending  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code,  Article  19H.  Section  1009  60  to  allow  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Health  to  suspend  a  tobacco  sales  permit  and  impose  administrative  penalties 
for  failure  to  pay  the  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee;  amending  Article  6  of  the  San  Francisco 
Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to  include  the  Cigarette  Litter  Abatement  Fee  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


July  1,  2009  Board  of  Superv  isors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READFNG 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  1 4,  2009  Board  of  Superv  isors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


CUy  and  County  of  San  Francisco  1  Printed  ai  9:26  A  M  on 


File  No.  090724  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  14,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Divided  in  Board  7/7/09  /  7  9^ ^ 


FILE  NO.  090710  ORDINANCE  NO 


[Sale  of  connbustion  turbines.] 

Ordinance  authorizing  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  working  in  conjunction  with  tho 

City  Attorney,  to  sell  the  four  combustion  turbines  transferred  to  the  City  as  part  of  tho 

Williams  Settlement  in  a  manner  that  maximizes  the  public  benefits  to  the  City 

consistent  with  the  State  Agreements. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single -umkrline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  sCrike-throit§h  Holies  Times  iWew  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double-underlined: 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Background  and  Findings. 

(a)      In  January  2003,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Ordinance  No.  01-03, 
approving  settlement  of  a  lawsuit  against  the  Williams  Energy  Companies.  As  part  of  the 
settlement,  the  City  took  ownership  of  four  combustion  turbines  ("the  CTs").  which  could  be 
developed  into  small  power  plants,  subject  to  certain  terms  and  conditions  imposed  by  the 
State  of  California,  through  the  California  Attorney  General,  the  California  Consumer  Power 
and  Conservation  Financing  Authority  and  the  California  Department  of  Water  Resources 
(collectively,  the  "State  Entities")  under  agreements  with  the  City.  Copies  of  those 
agreements  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No.  090710   (the  "State 
Agreements").  The  State  Agreements  set  forth  requirements  associated  with  the  transfer  of 
the  CTs  to  the  City,  and  provide  funding  to  reimburse  the  City  for  its  costs  of  developing 
power  plants  using  the  CTs.  The  State  Agreements  also  provide  that  the  City  may,  in  its  sole 
discretion,  determine  not  to  proceed  with  development  of  such  power  plants,  and  set  forth  a 
procedure  for  selling  the  CTs  and  allocating  the  proceeds  of  sale  in  such  event.  If  the  City 

decides  not  to  use  the  CTs,  the  State  may  purchase  the  CTs  from  the  City  for  S2.5  million  per 

GO'v  cRNML-InIT 
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unit.  If  the  State  declines  to  purchase  the  CTs  from  the  City,  then  the  City  must  sell  the  CTs 
through  a  public  bidding  process.  In  such  case,  the  City  is  entitled  to  retain  the  first  $2.5 
million  from  the  sale  of  a  unit  plus  5%  of  any  amount  in  excess  of  $2.5  million  per  unit. 

(b)  In  January  2003.  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  undertook  development  of  two 
small  power  plants  using  the  CTs.  In  Resolution  08-0133,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
stated  that  it  no  longer  supported  development  of  these  projects  and  recommended  that  the 
City  take  any  actions  necessary  to  initiate  sale  of  the  CTs. 

(c)  While  the  CTs  have  been  placed  under  the  administrative  jurisdiction  of  the  PUC 
in  anticipation  of  the  possible  development  of  the  power  plant  projects,  the  CTs  are  not,  and 
will  not  become,  an  operational  part  of  the  PUC's  Power  Enterprise  unless  the  City  were  to 
proceed  with  development  of  the  power  plant  projects. 

(d)  Entities  other  than  the  City  have  expressed  interest  in  modifving  current  or 
planned  steam  heating  plants  in  San  Francisco  to  coaenerate  electricity  for  local  consumption. 
This  electricitv  productbn  could  add  to  the  renabilitv  of  the  San  Francisco  electric  system  and 
help  remove  ISO  requirements  for  the  continued  operation  of  the  Potrero  Power  Plant. 

Section  2.  Sale  of  the  CTs.  , 

(a)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  authorizes  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  work 
with  the  City  Attorney  to  exercise  the  City's  rights  under  the  State  Agreements  and  cooperate 
with  the  State  Entities  to  achieve  the  purposes  of  this  ordinance.  Because  the  State  Entities 
control  the  sale  of  the  CTs  under  the  State  Agreements,  once  the  City  notifies  the  State 
entities  that  it  does  not  intend  to  use  the  CTs,  the  price,  terms  and  conditions  of  any  sale  of 
the  CTs  under  the  State  Agreements  shall  not  involve  any  further  approval  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

(b)  Concurrent  with  the  preparation  pJJhjeCLs  for  sale  in  Fiscal  Year  2009-2010.  as 
authorizRcl  m  this  ordinance  J  he  PUC  is  jnstructed  to  analyze  the  feasibility  of  local 

Mnyor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  2 

7/1/2009 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


coqeneration  projects.  If  any  of  these  projects^demonst rat e s  initial  f e a s i b i 1 1 1 y 


environmental  benefit,  and  requires  purchase  from  the  City  of  a  CT  unit,  tf 


cted 


to  report  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  on  what_a_ctjons  v/ouici  allc/.v  t:,' 
of  this  project  or  projects. 

Section  3.  Appropriation  of  Funds. 

Funds  received  by  the  City  from  the  sale  of  the  CTs  and  that  are  allocable  to  the  City 
under  the  State  Agreements  shall  be  deposited  in  the  General  Fund  to  be  appropriated 
through  the  City's  budget  process. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Theresa  L.  Mueller 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Nutiibcr: 


090710 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorising  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  working  in  conjunction  with  the  City  Attomey,  to 
sell  the  four  combustion  turbines  transferred  to  the  City  as  part  of  the  Williams  Settlement  in  a  manner 
that  maximizes  the  public  benefits  to  the  City  consistent  with  the  State  Agreements. 


The  Following  motion  was  made  at  the  July  7,   2009  and  July  14,   2009  Board  meetings: 

Supervisor  Alioto-Pier  moved  to  divide  the  question  relating  to  "b)  Concurrent  with  tlie 
preparation  of  the  CT's  for  sale  in  Fiscal  Year  2009-2010,  authorized  in  this  ordinance,  t^e  PUC 
is  instructed  to  analyze  the  feasibilit>'  of  local  cogeneration  projects.  If  any  of  these  projects 
demonstrates  initial  feasibility  and  environmental  benefit,  and  requires  purchase  from  the  City  of 
a  CT  unit,  the  PUC  is  instructed  to  report  to  the  Mayor  and  Board  of  Supervisors  on  what  actions 
would  allow  for  consideration  of  this  project  or  projects"  located  on  Page  2,  Line  24,  through 
Page  3,  Line  4. 

The  question  relating  to  "feasibility  for  sale  in  Fiscal  Year  2009-2010"  was  passed  by  the 
following  vote: 

Ayes:  10  -  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar,  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Noes:  1  -  Alioto-Pier 

July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supei^isors     PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  DIVIDED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED  AS  DP/IDED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos;  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


File  No.  090710  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinan 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  AS  DIVIDKD  on 
July  14,  2009  by  the  Board  of  Suptrv  isors  o 
the  City  iuul  County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 
in  Committee  -  6/29/09 


FILE  NO.  090318 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Planning  Code — Landmark  Designation  of  2055  Union  Street  (Metro  Theater).] 

Ordinance  designating  2055  Union  Street  (Metro  Theater),  Assessor's  Block  No.  0541, 
Lot  No.  018,  as  a  Landmark  under  Article  10  of  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code;  and 
adopting  General  Plan,  Planning  Code  101.1(b)  and  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

(A)  A  resolution  initiating  landmark  designation  of  2055  Union  Street  (Metro 
Theater),  Board  Resolution  No.  672-07,  which  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No. 
071215  and  incorpor'ated  herein  by  reference,  was  passed  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on 
December  4,  2007  and  referred  to  the  former  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and 
the  Planning  Commission  for  their  recommendations  on  the  proposed  landmarking  pursuant 
to  Article  10  of  the  Planning  Code. 

(B)  Under  Planning  Code  section  1004.3,  the  former  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the  Planning  Commission  together  had  90  days  to  hold  public  hearings 
and  recommend  approval,  disapproval,  or  modification  of  the  proposed  landmark  designation 
to  the  Board  of  Supen/isors.  Several  extensions  of  this  90-day  period  were  granted  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  pursuant  to  section  1004.3.  The  last  extension,  made  by  Board 
Resolution  No.  0393-08,  which  can  be  found  in  Board  File  No.  081206.  expired  on  December 
12,  2008.  Under  Planning  Code  section  1004.3(b),  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory 
Board  and  Planning  Commission's  failure  to  act  before  the  expiration  of  the  review  period 
constituted  approval.  GOVERNMENT 
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(C)  After  the  expiration  of  the  review  period,  otiDecember  17,  2008.  the  former 
Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  held  a  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  designation 
and  recommended  approval  of  the  proposed  landmarking  by  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  Resolution  No.  g3Q  which  resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in 
File  No.  090318 

(D)  Alsp_after  the  expirajion  ofjhe  review  period,  on  MaLCh  18.  2009.jthe  Historic 
Preservation  Commission  held  a  public  hearing  on  the  proposed  designation  and  was  unable 
to  obtain  a  majority  vote  to  either  recommend  approval  or  disapproval  of  the  proposed 
landmarking^ 

(A^(E)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  the  Board  finds  that  the  proposed 
landmark  designation  of  2055  Union  Street  (Metro  Theater)  will  serve  the  public  necessity, 
convenience  and  welfare. 

(B)(F)  The  Board  finds  that  the  proposed  landmark  designation  of  2055  Union  Street 
(Metro  Theater)  is  consistent  with  the  City's  General  Plan  and  with  Planning  Code  Section 
101 .1(b)  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the  document  entitled  "Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  General  Plan  Policies  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  — 
General  Plan  Consistency  and  Implementation,  2055  Union  Street  (Metro  Theater),"  which  is 

on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090318  and  is 

incorporated  herein  by  reference.  The  Board  finds  that  the  proposed  landmark  designation  is 
consistent  with  the  City's  General  Plan  and  with  Planning  Code  Section  101.1(b)  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  in  said  document. 

(^(GJ  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  section  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090318  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 
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(&)(H)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  finds  that  2055  Union  Street  (Metro  Theater) 
on  Lot  018  in  Assessor's  Block  0541  has  a  special  character  and  special  historical, 
architectural,  and  aesthetic  interest  and  value,  and  that  its  designation  as  a  Landmark  will 
further  the  purposes  of  and  confornn  to  the  standards  set  forth  in  Article  1 0  of  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Code. 

(h      Additionally,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the  Heinsberqen  Design 
Companv  murals,  the  Ionic  columns,  the^grJlles.  ajid_the,mis_LQcateiLin_sJdeJhe  auditoriu  are 
important  interior  features  of  the  theater,  which  the  propertv  owner  is  committed  to  retaining. 
Although  these  features  are  not  part  of  this  landmark  designation  and  are  not  herebv 
designated  under  Article  10  of  the  Planning  Code,  the  Board  understands  that  the  prgperty 
owner  has  represented  to  the  comDiuaity_aiidJolhis  Boaxd  that  they  are  committed  to  makfnq 
the  protection  of  the  murals  and  other  interior  features  a  condition  of  anv  future  conditional 
use  permit  granted  for  the  property. 

Section  2:  Designation.  Pursuant  to  Section  1004  of  the  Planning  Code,  2055  Union 
Street  (Metro  Theater),  in  Lot  018  of  Assessor's  Block  0541  is  hereby  designated  as  a  San 
Francisco  Landmark  under  Article  1 0  of  the  Planning  Code. 

Section  3.  Required  Data. 

(A)  The  deschption,  location,  and  boundary  of  the  Landmark  site  consists  of  the  City 
parcel  located  at  Lot  018  in  Assessor's  Block  0541 ,  with  the  street  address  of  2055  Union 
Street  (Metro  Theater). 

(B)  The  characteristics  of  the  Landmark  that  justify  its  designation  are  described  and 
shown  in  the  Landmark  Designation  Report,  adopted  by  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisor^' 
Board  on  December  17,  2008,  and  other  supporting  materials  contained  in  Planning 
Department  Case  Docket  No.  2007.1401  L.  In  brief,  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places 
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characteristics  that  justify  the  Landmark's  designation  are  as  follows;  (1 )  under  Criterion  A 
(Event)  for  its  association  with  the  development  of  single-screen  neighborhood  theaters  in 
San  Francisco  and  for  its  association  with  the  San  Francisco  International  Film  Festival;  (2) 
under  Criterion  C  (Design/Construction)  for  embodying  the  distinctive  characteristics  of  the 
neighborhood  theatre  building  type  constructed  in  San  Francisco  during  the  first  decades  of 
the  20th  century. 

(C)     The  particular  exterior  features  that  shall  be  preserved,  or  replaced  in-kind  as 
determined  necessary,  are  those  generally  shown  in  photographs  and  described  in  the 
Landmark  Designation  Report,  which  can  be  found  in  Planning  Department  Docket  No. 
2007.1401  L  and  which  is  incorporated  in  this  designation  by  reference  as  though  fully  set 
forth.  Specifically,  the  following  exterior  features  shall  be  preserved:  the  multi-story  form  and 
massing;  projecting  marquee  with  neon  lighting;  vertical  blade  sign  with  neon  lighting;  and  the 
Spanish  Colonial  Revival  and  Art  Deco  period  fagade  elements,  including  the  pilasters, 
parapet,  and  plaster  omamentation. 

Section  4.  The  property  shall  be  subject  to  further  controls  and  procedures  pursuant  to 

the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  and  Article  10. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


Marlena  c/J^yrne 
Deputy  Cit'y  Attorney 
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File  Number:       090318  Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  designating  2055  Union  Street  (fvletro  Theater),  Assessor's  Block  No.  0541,  Lot  No  018. 
as  a  Landmark  under  Article  10  of  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code;  and  adopting  General  Plan. 
Planning  Code  101.1(b)  and  environmental  findings. 


July  7,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 

Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  I  PniUed  ji 'J.y,  A>i  on  'ISO 


File  No.  0903  1 8  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  14.  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Super\'isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


7  /  ^l  /Xoo^ 

Date  Approved 


l"ik'  No.  0903 IX 


rnnt,d,it<i::h  AM  on  r/l\'09 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


/ 


7  6-^7 


FILE  NO.  090811 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit]  j 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  multiple  lawsuits  filed  by  Craig  Yates  and  Richard 
Skaff  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  San  Francisco  Uptown  Parking 
Corporation  for  $312,000;  further  authorizing  settlement  of  San  Francisco's  cross- 
claims  against  San  Francisco  Parking,  Inc.,  d/b/a  City  Park  for  $150,000  to  be  paid  to 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  the  lawsuits  entitled:  (1 )  Craig  Yates  v.  Union 
Square,  et  al..  Case  No.  C07-4087-JSW,  filed  August  9,  2007,  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  Northern  District  of  California;  (2)  Craig  Yates  v.  Union  Square,  et  a!.. 
Case  No.  CGC-08-473176,  filed  March  11,  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court;  (3) 
Richard  Skaff  v.  Union  Square,  etal..  Case  No.  08-CV-2555-JSW,  filed  May  20,  2008.  in 
the  United  States  District  Court,  Northern  District  of  California;  and  (4)  Richard  Skaff  v. 
Union  Square,  etal..  Case  No.  CGC-08-475516,  filed  May  20,  2008,  in  San  Francisco 
Superior  Court 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  actions  entitled:  (1) 
Craig  Yates  v.  Union  Square,  et  al..  Case  No.  C07-4087-JSW,  filed  August  9,  2007.  in  the 
United  States  District  Court,  Northern  District  of  California;  (2)  Craig  Yates  v.  Union  Square,  et 
aL,  Case  No.  CGC-08-473176,  filed  March  11,  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Supenor  Court:  (3) 
Richard  Skaff  v.  Union  Sguare,  et  al.,  Case  No.  08-CV-2555-JSW,  filed  May  20,  2008.  in  the 
United  States  District  Court,  Northern  District  of  California;  and  (4)  Richard  Skaff  v.  Union  | 
Square,  et  al..  Case  No.  CGC-08-475516,  filed  May  20.  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Superior 
Court;  by  the  payment  of  $31 2.000  to  plaintiffs,  and  by  the  concurrent  payment  of  $1 50.000 
from  third-party  defendant  San  Francisco  Parking,  Inc.  d/b/a  City  Park  to  the  City  and  County 
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of  San  Francisco.  In  addition,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  will  implement  certain 
access  improvements  in  the  Union  Square  Garage  and  on  Union  Square  Plaza,  specifically 
described  in  the  settlement  agreement.  A  copy  of  the  settlement  agreement  is  contained  in 
Board  File  No.  09081  1 

Section  2.  The  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuits:  Plaintiffs  Craig  Yates  and 
Richard  Skaff;  Defendants  Union  Square,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  City  of  San 
Francisco  Uptown  Parking  Corporation;  Emporio  Rulli  IFCaffe  Union  Sq.  and  Emporio  Rulli  II 
Caffe  Union  Sq.,  Inc.;  and  Third  Party  Defendants  San  Francisco  Parking,  Inc.  d/b/a  City  Park 
and  San  Francisco  Valet  Parking. 

Section  3.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approves  and  authorizes  the  City's  execution, 
delivery  and  performance  of  the  settlement  agreement. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND  RECOMMENDED: 
RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090811 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  multiple  lawsuits  filed  by  Craig  Yates  and  Richard  Skaff  against 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  San  Francisco  Uptown  Parking  Corporation  for  $312,000; 
further  authorizing  settlement  of  San  Francisco's  cross-claims  against  San  Francisco  Parking,  Inc., 
d/b/a  City  Park  for  $150,000  to  be  paid  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  the  lawsuits  entitled. 
(1)  Craig  Yates  v.  Union  Square,  et  al.,  Case  No.  C07-4087-JSW,  filed  August  9,  2007,  in  the  United 
States  District  Court,  Northern  District  of  California;  (2)  Craig  Yates  v.  Union  Square,  et  al..  Case  No 
CGC-08-473176,  filed  March  11,  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court;  (3)  Richard  Skaff  v  Union 
Square,  et  al.,  Case  No.  08-CV-2555-JSW,  filed  May  20,  2008,  in  the  United  States  District  Court, 
Northern  District  of  California;  and  (4)  Richard  Skaff  v.  Union  Square,  et  al ,  Case  No.  CGC-08- 
475516,  filed  May  20,  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court. 


July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  RHAOrNG 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


July  2 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Aiioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  .Vlar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


File  No.  09081  1  1  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  21.  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  090846 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Mai  Tai  Investors  L  P.,  ot  al. 
against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $40,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on 
March  12,  2009  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  CGC-09-486061 ;  entitled  Mai 
Tai  Investors  L.P.,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Mai  Tai 

Investors  L.P.,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al..  San  Francisco  Superior 

Court,  Court  No.  CGC-09-486061  by  the  payment  of  $40,000. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 

March  12,  2009,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Mai  Tai  Investors,  LP. 

and  Trader  Vic's  Management  Corporation,  plaintiffs;  City  and  County  Of  San  Francisco.  San 

Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  defendants. 


RECOMMENDED: 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 


HARRINGTON": General  Manager 


FUNDS  AVAILABLl 


BEN  ROSENmEU 
Controller 


Secretary 
Public  Utilities  Commission 
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Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Mai  Tai  Investors  L  P  ,  et  al.  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $40,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  March  12,  2009,  in  San  Francisco 
Superior  Court,  Case  No  CGC-09-486061 ;  entitled  Mai  Tai  Investors  L.P.,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  et  al. 


July  14.  2009  Board  of  Superv  isors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Cbu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkariini 

July  2 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Superv  isors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole  -  7/8/09 


FILE  NO.  090716 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Recreation  and  Park — Parking.] 

Ordinance  amending  ^  Article  6  of  the  Park  Code  by  adding  Section  6.14  to  authorize 
the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  to  identify  areas  located  on 
property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  that  arc 
suitable  for  paid  parking;  to  set  rates  for  such  parking;  and  to  develop  and  implement  a 
parking  management  plan  for  park  property,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions 
contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  v\/ith  the  California  Environmental  Quality 
Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et.  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file 


herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  6.14, 
to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  6.14.  Authorization  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Aijcncy 
fa)  TJie  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency'  (SFMTA)  is  authorized,  in 

conformance  with  Charter  Article  VIII A,  to  work  with  Recreation  and  Park  Department  staff  to: 

(1)  identify  locations  suitable  for  the  establishment  of  paid  parking  areas  or  zones  on  property 

under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the  use  of 

pay  stations  and  parking  permits; 


NOTE: 


with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 


Q9Q716 


and  is  incorporated 


Mayor  Newsom 
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(2)  set  rates  for  paid  parking  on  park  properly  thai  are  closely  comparable  to  the  rates  set  for 
similarly  situated  paid  parkins,  ; 

(S)  develop  and  implement  a  parkins  management  plan  for  park  property'-;,^ 

(b)  The  implementation  of  any  parking  restrictions,  parkins  rates  and/or  parkins  manasement 
plan  by  the  SFMTA  under  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Commission:  the  location 
of  pajd  parking  areas  and  parking  restrictions  are  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board  of 
Supervjsors. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  retain  authority  to  grant  or  deny  permits  for  the  use  or  closure  of 
park  roads  in  con  formance  with  S.F.  Municipal  Code  and  Commission  policies. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


VIFiGINIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 


Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Nowsom 
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San  FranciKO.  CA  94l02-46«9 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090716 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Article  6  of  the  Park  Code  by  adding  Section  6.14  to  authorize  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  to  identify  areas  located  on  property  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  that  are  suitable  for  paid  parking;  to  set  rates  for  such 
parking;  and  to  develop  and  implement  a  parking  management  plan  for  park  property,  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  21,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dulty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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File  No.  090716  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  21,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  090783  ORDINANCE  NO.  ^ 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  portion  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Jane  Martin  and 
David  Baker  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  5190,000:  the  lawsuit  was 
filed  on  January  31,  2005  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  436930;  entitled 
Jane  Martin,  et  al.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  portion  of  the  action 
entitled  "Jane  Martin,  et  al.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,"  San  Francisco 
Superior  Court,  Court  No.  436930,  as  it  relates  only  to  co-plaintiffs  Jane  Martin  and  David 
Baker,  by  the  payment  of  $190,000,  and  excluding  the  claim  by  these  plaintiffs  for  diminution 
of  property  value,  attorney's  fees,  costs  and  interest,  which  will  be  addressed  in  later 
proceedings. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 
January  31 ,  2005,  and  the  following  settling  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiffs  Jane 
Martin  and  David  Baker  and  Defendant  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
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DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 
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Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlclt  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  portion  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Jane  Martin  and  David  Baker 
against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $190,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  January  31,  2005, 
in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No  436930,  entitled  Jane  Martin,  et  al  v.  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  et  al 


July  14.  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1  1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  CIui.  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell.  Mirkarimi 

July  2 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Clni,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


File  No.  090783  I  hereby  certify  that  the  forcgoinu  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  21,  2(J0y  h> 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 

County  ofSiin  Friincisco. 
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FILE  NO.    090845  ORDINANCE  NO.  ' 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Yao  Tondo  as  successor  in 
Interest  to  decedent  Joe  Tondo  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for 
$140,000.00;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  June  4,  2007  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court, 
Case  No.  463-946;  entitled  Yao  Tondo  as  successor  in  interest  to  decedent  Joe  Tondo 
V.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Yao 
Tondo  as  successor  in  interest  to  decedent  Joe  Tondo  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
et  al..  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  No.  463-946  by  the  payment  of  $140,000. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on  June 
4,  2007,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Yao  Tondo  as  successor  in 
interest  to  decedent  Joe  Tondo,  Plaintiff;  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Alfredo  Gitana. 
Defendants 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 
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City  and  C  oiinty  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


Cily  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B  Goodleit  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


0908-15 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Yao  Tondo  as  successor  in  interest  to 
decedent  Joe  Tondo  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $140,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed 
on  June  4,  2007,  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  463-946,  entitled  Yao  Tondo  as 
successor  in  interest  to  decedent  Joe  Tondo  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al 


July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Aliolo-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  2 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Cainpos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


File  No.  090845  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordiiiiim  e 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  21,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  Cit>  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Tony  Nguyen,  dbn  MIcroLan. 
against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $100,000.00;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on 
December  10,  2007  in  the  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  469890;  entitled 
Tony  Nguyen,  dba  IVIicroLan  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  ot  al. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Tony 

Nguyen,  dba  MicroLan  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  San  Francisco  Superior 

Court,  Case  No.  469890"  by  the  payment  of  $100,000.00. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  the  San  Francisco  Supehor  Court  on 

December  10,  2007,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff:  Tony 

Nguyen,  dba  MicroLan;  Defendant:  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND  RECOMMENDED: 
RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J,  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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City  Hal! 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B  GoodlcU  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Tony  Nguyen,  dba  MicroLan,  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $100,000,  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  December  10,  2007,  in  the  San 
Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  469890;  entitled  Tony  Nguyen,  dba  MicroLan  v.  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco,  et  al 


July  14.  2009  Board  of  Supcrvisois  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRS  T  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Cliu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  2 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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ORDINANCE  NO 


FILE  NO.  090837 


[Penalty  For  Alcohol  Content  Testing  in  DDI  Cases.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding  Section  8.14-1. 
to  impose  an  additional  $50  penalty  for  violation  of  certain  Vehicle  Code  sections  to 
pay  for  alcohol  testing  by  the  Medical  Examiner. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 


Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
8.14-1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  8.14  -7.  PENALTY  ASSESSMENT  FOR  TESTING  FOR  ALCOHOL  COSTLST. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  Penal  Code  Section  1463.14(b),  there  shall  he  an  additional  penalty  of  fifty 
dollars  ($50.00)  for  criminal  convictions  for  violation  of  Vehicle  Code  Sections  23152  or  23  J 53,  in 
addition  to  any  other  fines  and  forfeitures  provided  bv  law. 

(b)  All  penalties  collected  under  this  Section  shall  be  deposited  with  the  Treasurer  and  shall  be 
used  to  defray  the  costs  incurred  by  the  Medical  Examiner  in  performing  for  the  City  and  County 
analysis  of  blood,  breath,  or  urine  for  alcohol  content,  or  for  services  related  to  that  testing. 


NOTE: 


Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strike- thf^t^h-thd+irS-Ttmes  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double-underlined; 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrGugh-normal. 
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DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


ALEETA  M.  VAN  RUNKLE 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  C( 


!ounty  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Dr  CvKon  B  Goodlctl  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090837 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Administrative  Code  by  adding  Section  8.14-1,  to  impose  an  additional  S50 
penalty  for  violation  of  certain  Vehicle  Code  sections  to  pay  for  alcohol  testing  by  the  Medical 
Examiner. 


July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar. 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  21,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  10:24  4M  on  -  Zl1j9 


File  No.  090837  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  21,  2009  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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City  and  C  ounty  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B  Goodlctt  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94 1 02-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Annual  Salary  Ordinance  enumerating  positions  in  the  Annual  Budget  and  Appropriation  Ordinance  for 
the  FY  ending  June  30,  2010,  continuing,  creating  or  establishing  these  positions,  enumerating  and 
including  therein  all  positions  created  by  Charter  or  State  lav/  for  which  compensations  are  paid  from 
Cit^'  and  County  funds  and  appropriated  in  the  Annual  Appropriation  Ordinance;  authorizing 
appointments  or  continuation  of  appointments  thereto;  specifying  and  fixing  the  compensations  and 
work  schedules  thereof;  and  authorizing  appointments  to  temporary  positions  and  fixing 
compensations  therefor. 


July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>-,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


July  21,  2009 


Board  of  Super\-isors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 
Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Mar,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi 

Noes:  2  -  Chu,  Elsbernd 


July  28,  2009 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Mar,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi 

Noes:  2  -  Chu,  Elsbernd 
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1  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 
was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  28,  2009  by 


the  Board  of  Superv  isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisci>. 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Consolidated  Budget  and  Annual  Appropriation  Ordinance  appropriating  all  estimated  receipts  and  all 
estinnated  expenditures  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  FY  ending  June  30,  2010. 


July  14,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

July  2 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 


Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Mar,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi 

Noes:  2  -  Chu,  Elsbernd 


July  28,  2009 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Mar,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi 

Noes:  2  -  Chu,  Elsbernd 


File  No.  090779  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  Fir^ALLY  PASSED  on  July  28.  Km  b> 
the  Board  of  Super\  isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  090419 


[Increasing  prize  linnit  for  charitable  bingo  games.] 


Ordinance  amending  Section  3201  of  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  to  increase  the 

maximum  allowable  prize  for  any  charitable  bingo  game  from  $250  to  $500,  and  to 

make  nonsubstantive  changes  clarifying  the  applicability  of  requirements  regarding  the 

use  of  bingo  proceeds. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strike  thraugh  italics  Times  New-4^tmitin. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double-underlined; 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfikothrough  normal. 


Be  it  ordained  by  tine  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Police  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
3201  to  read  as  follows: 


SEC.  3201.  RESTRICTIONS  UPON  THE  CONDUCTING  OF  BINGO  GAMES. 

The  conducting  of  bingo  games  authorized  by  this  Article  shall  be  subject  to  the 
following  restrictions. 

(a)  Such  games  shall  only  be  conducted  by  a  nonprofit  charitable  organization 
licensed  under  the  provisions  of  this  Article. 

(b)  Such  games  shall  only  be  conducted  for  the  benefit  of  a  nonprofit  charitable 
organization. 

(c)  A  nonprofit  charitable  organization  shall  conduct  a  bingo  game  only  on  property 
owned  or  leased  by  it,  and  which  property  is  used  by  such  organization  for  an  office  or  for 
performance  of  the  purposes  for  which  the  organization  is  organized.  Nothing  in  this 
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Subparagraph  (c)  shall  be  construed  to  require  that  the  property  owned  or  leased  by  such 
organization  be  used  or  leased  exclusively  by  such  organization. 

(d)  Each  prepackaged  set  of  instant  bingo  cards  must  be  sold  or  distributed  and  the 
prizes  awarded  from  said  set  must  be  distnbuted  within  a  period  of  not  more  than  two  hours  at 
a  location  specified  in  Section  3201(c). 

(e)  A  bingo  game  shall  be  operated  and  staffed  only  by  members  of  the  nonprofit 
charitable  organization  which  organized  it.  Such  members  shall  not  receive  a  profit,  wage  or 
salary  from  any  bingo  game. 

(f)  No  individual  corporation,  partnership,  or  other  legal  entity  except  the  organization 
authorized  to  conduct  a  bingo  game  shall  hold  financial  interest  in  the  conduct  of  such  bingo 
game. 

(g)  Nonprofit  charitable  organizations  licensed  to  conduct  bingo  sames  shall  comply  with  the 
following  requirements: 

(1)  Each  nonprofit  charitable  organization  which  is  exempt  from  payment  of  the  bank 
and  corporation  tax  by  Section  23701  d  of  the  Revenue  and  Taxation  Code  shall  establish  a 
trust  account  in  which  all  profits  derived  from  bingo  games  shall  be  deposited.  Such  profits 
shall  not  be  commingled  with  any  other  fund  or  account.  The  trust  account  shall  be 
established  at  an  office  of  a  bank  located  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
account  number  and  branch  identification  of  the  trust  account  shall  be  filed  with  the  Chief  of 
Police  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  within  10  days  of  the  establishment  thereof. 
Such  profits  shall  be  used  only  for  charitable  purposes. 

(2)  Each  nonprofit  charitable  organization  as  defined  in  Section  3200(c)  herein  which 
is  not  exempt  from  payment  of  the  bank  and  corporation  tax  by  Section  23701  d  of  the 
Revenue  and  Taxation  Code  shall  establish  a  trust  account  in  which  all  funds  derived  from 
bingo  games  shall  be  deposited.  Such  funds  shall  not  be  commingled  with  any  other  fund  or 
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account.  The  trust  account  shall  be  established  at  an  office  of  a  bank  located  in  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  account  number  and  branch  identification  of  the  trust 
account  shall  be  filed  with  the  Chief  of  Police  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  within 
10  days  of  the  establishment  thereof.  Such  funds  shall  be  used  only  for  charitable  purposes, 
except  as  follows: 

fj^CA)  Such  funds  may  be  used  for  phzes; 

{3^(Bl  A  portion  of  such  funds,  not  to  exceed  1 0  percent  of  the  funds  after  the 
deduction  for  prizes,  or  $500  per  month,  whichever  is  less,  may  be  used  for  rental  of  property, 
overhead  and  administrative  expenses. 

(h)  The  total  value  of  prizes  awarded  during  the  conduct  of  any  bingo  game  shall  not 
exceed  $2^  $500  in  cash  or  kind,  or  both,  for  each  separate  game  which  is  held.  Monetary 
prizes  for  instant  bingo  games  will  be  not  less  than  35  percent  of  all  of  the  fees  paid  for  the 
purchase  of  said  cards  in  any  given  instant  bingo  game. 

(1)  All  bingo  games  shall  be  open  to  the  public,  not  just  to  the  members  of  the  nonprofit 
charitable  organization. 

(j)  No  minors  shall  be  allowed  to  participate  in  any  bingo  game. 

(k)  No  person  shall  be  allowed  to  participate  in  a  bingo  game  unless  the  person  is 
physically  present  at  the  time  and  place  in  which  the  bingo  game  is  being  conducted. 

(!)  Any  nonprofit  charitable  organization  granted  a  permit  pursuant  to  this  Article  which 
places,  publishes  or  distributes  or  causes  to  be  placed,  published  or  distributed  any 
advertising  matter  or  announcement  of  bingo  games  must  include  the  number  of  the  permit 
issued  to  such  organization  in  such  advertising  matter  or  announcement. 

(m)  No  organization  which  holds  a  permit  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  conduct  bingo 
games  as  defined  in  Section  3200(c)(1 )  for  more  than  six  hours  on  any  day.  Except  as 
provided  by  a  special  permit  issued  pursuant  to  Section  3209,  no  organization  v/hich  holds  a 

Supervisor  Dufty 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  3 

4/3/2009 

n:\pubpro\as2009\0900530\00546434.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


permit  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  conduct  bingo  games  as  defined  in  Section  3200(c)(2)  on 
more  than  one  day  in  any  calendar  week. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


MOLLY  S.  STl/)MP 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090698 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Fee  Procedures  and  Adjustments.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Article  3.5  to 
increase  fees  to  recover  costs  for  monitoring  conditions  of  approval,  code  violation 
abatement,  and  the  General  Advertising  Sign  Program;  establish  a  foe  for  Department 
facilitated  pre-application  meetings;  modify  refund  procedures;  modify  the  indigent  fee 
waiver  provision;  clarify  phased  collections  and  payment  deferment;  establish  a  new 
processing  fee  for  phased  payments;  and  adopting  Section  302  and  environmental 
findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

(a)  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  the  proposed  fee  adjustments  to  be 
exempt  from  the  requirements  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  pursuant  to 
CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15273(a),  which  exempts  rates,  tolls,  fares  and  charges  such  as 
those  proposed  here. 

(b)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  this  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 

Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.     090698  ,  and  incorporates  such  reasons 

herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Commission  resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.      090698  . 


Note: 
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Section  2,  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Article 
3.5,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  350.  FEES,  GENERAL. 

Fees  shall  be  imposed  in  order  to  compensate  the  Planning  Department  for  the  cost  of 
processing  applications  and  for  the  development  and  revision  of  land  use  controls.  Fees  shall 
be  charged  and  collected  as  indicated  for  each  class  of  application,  permit,  filing  request  or 
activity  listed  in  Sections  351  through  358  below. 

(a)  Estimated  construction  costs  are  as  defined  by  the  San  Francisco  Building 

Code. 

(b)  All  fees  are  payable  at  time  of  filing  application  or  request,  except  where  noted 
otherwise.  However,  the  Director  of  Planning  or  his/her  designee  may  authorize  phased 
collection  of  the  fee  for  a  project  whose  work  is  projected  to  span  more  than  one  fiscal  year.  A 
nonrefundable  processing  fee  of  $50  is  required  to  set-up  any  installment  payment  plan  for  all 
application  fees.  The  balance  of  phased  payments  must  be  paid  in  full  one  week  in  advance  of  the  first 
scheduled  public  hearing  before  the  Planning  Commission  to  consider  the  project  or  before  issuance  of 
the  first  site  permit  if  no  hearing  is  required. 

(c)  Time  and  Materials.  The  Planning  Department  shall  charge  the  applicant  for  any 
time  and  materials  cost  incurred  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  charged  if  required  to  recover  the 
Department's  costs  for  providing  services. 

(1 )  The  Department  shall  charge  time  and  materials  to  recover  the  cost  of  correcting 
code  violations  and  violations  of  Planning  Commission  and  Department  conditions  of  approval 
of  use  if  such  costs  are  not  covered  by  the  monitorins  fee  for  conditions  of  approval  specified  in 

(2)  Where  a  different  limitation  on  time  and  material  charges  is  set  forth  elsewhere 
in  this  Article,  that  limitation  shall  prevail. 
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(3)  The  Planning  Department  may  also  charge  for  any  time  and  material  costs 
incurred  by  other  departments  or  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(4)  Any  balance  of  lime  and  materials  costs  for  active  and  open  projects  must  he  paid  in  full 
one  week  in  advance  of  a  scheduled  public  hearing  before  the  Planning  Commission  to  consider  the 
project  or  before  issuance  of  the  first  site  permit  if  no  hearing  is  required. 

(d)  Refunds.  When  an  application  is  withdrawn  by  the  applicant  prior  to  a  public 
hearing,  or  deemed  canceled  by  the  Planning  Department  due  to  inactivity  on  the  part  of  the 
applicant,  then  the  applicant  shall  be  entitled  to  a  refund  of  the  fee  paid  to  the  Department 
less  the  time  and  materials  expended  minus  a  $400  processing  fee.  Refund  requests  must  be 
submitted  within  six  months  of  the  project  closure  date. 

(e)  Deferred  or  Reduced  Fee. 

(1 )      Any  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or  any  other  nonprofit  organization,  that  is 
exempt  from  taxation  under  the  Internal  Revenue  laws  of  the  United  States  and  the  Revenue 
and  Taxation  Code  of  the  State  of  California  as  a  bona  fide  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or 
other  nonprofit  organization,  or  public  entity  that  submits  an  application  for  the  development  of 
residential  units  all  of  which  are  affordable  to  low  and  moderate  income  households,  as 
defined  by  the  United  States  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department,  for  a  time  period 
that  is  consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  and  the  San  Francisco 
Redevelopment  Agency,  shall  pay  fees  for  applications  specified  in  Section  352(a),  (g).  (h),  and  (i) 
based  on  time  and  materials  only,  up  to  the  full  fee,  and  may  defer  payment  of  the  fee^  except  those 
under  3 5 2d  and  35 2n  until  (1)  before  final  Planning  Department  approval  of  the  building  permit, 
preparatory  to  issuance  of  the  building  permit,  before  the  building  permit  is  released  to  the 
applicant,  or  (2)  within  one  year  of  the  date  of  action  on  the  application,  whichever  comes  first. 
This  exemption  shall  apply  notwithstanding  the  inclusion  in  the  development  of  other  nonprofit 
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ancillary  or  accessory  uses.  Should  the  project  he  withdrawn  pjior  to  final  Plannins  approval,  the 
applicant  shall  pay  time  and  material  costs  pursuant  to  Section  350(c). 

(2)     An  exemption  from  paying  the  full  fees  specified  under  Section       352d  and 
352n  353.  355,  356,  and  357-  may  be  granted  when  the  requestor's  income  is  not  enough  to  pay 
for  the  fee  without  affecting  their  abilities  to  pay  for  the  necessities  of  life,  provided  that  the 
person  seeking  the  exemption  demonstrates  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that 
they  are  substantially  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(f)  Late  Payment 

(1 )      Charges  and  Collection  of  Overdue  Accounts.  The  Director  or  his/her  designee 
shall  call  upon  the  Bureau  of  Delinquent  Revenues  or  duly  licensed  collection  agencies  for 
assistance  in  collecting  delinquent  accounts  more  than  60  days  in  arrears,  in  which  case  any 
additional  costs  of  collection  may  be  added  to  the  fee  amount  outstanding.  If  the  Department 
seeks  the  assistance  of  a  duly  licensed  collection  agency,  the  approval  procedures  of 
Administrative  Code  Article  5,  Section  10.39-1  et  seq.  will  be  applicable. 

(g)  Fee  Adjustments 

(1 )      The  Controller  will  annually  adjust  the  fee  amounts  specified  in  Section 
351(d),(e),(f),(g),(h),(i)  and  Section  352(b),(d),(e),(g),(i),G),(k),(l).  (m),  and  Section 
353(a).(c),(d),  and  Section  355(a),(2),(3),{4),(5),(6).  (7)(b),(c),(d),(e),  and  Section 
356(c), (d),(e),  and  Section  357  and  Section  358  (a),(b),{c),(d)  by  the  two-year  average 
consumer  price  index  (CPI)  change  for  the  San  Francisco/San  Jose  Primary  Metropolitan 
Statistical  Area  (PMSA). 

SEC.  351.  MISCELLANEOUS  SERVICES. 

(a)      Agendas  for  Planning  Commission:  $35.00  annual  subscription  to  cover  costs  of 
mailing.  The  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  may  authorize  exemptions  in  those 
instances  where  costs  would  impose  financial  hardship. 
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(b)  Agendas  for  LandmarJcs  Preservation  Advisory  Board  Historic  Preservation 
Commission:  $35.00  annual  subscription  to  cover  costs  of  nnailing.  The  Planning  Director  or 
his/her  designee,  may  authorize  exemption  in  those  instances  where  costs  would  impose 
financial  hardship. 

(c)  Document  Retrieval:  Files  stored  on-site  -  actual  costs  for  printing  file(s).  Files 
stored  off-site:  -  actual  costs  for  retrieval,  phnting  and  return  of  files,  as  specified  in  a  retrieval 
schedule  prepared  by  Director  of  Planning,  or  his/her  designee. 

(d)  Information,  Analysis,  Report  Preparation  and  Presentation,  Research  Services, 
Data  Requests:  The  costs  of  report  preparation  may  be  amortized  by  factoring  full-cost 
recovery  into  the  pricing  of  such  information  and  reports:  $230.00  as  an  initial  fee. 

(e)  Monitoring  Projects: 

(1 )  Monitoring  Conditions  of  Approval:  Upon  adoption  of  conditions  of  approval  which 
the  Zoning  Administrator  determines  reqidre  active  monitoring,  the  fee  shall  be  and  Mitij^ation 

Commission  or  Zoning  Administrator  for  All  Approved  Applications  in  Chapter  31  of  the 
Administrative  Code  or  Sections  352(a),  (b).(c).(c),(g),  and  (i),  353(a)  and  (b)  and  355:  $195.00 
$  J.  08 0.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(f)  Project  Review  for  Policy  and  Code  Review  and  Interpretation  for  Prospective 
Projects  for  which  an  Application  has  not  been  Filed,  and  Site-Specific  Design  Guidelines  and 
Code-Complying  Massing  Recommendations  and  Department  facilitated  pre-application 
meetinss:  $345.00  for  new  construction  and  modifications  to  5  or  fewer  dwelling  units  and  for 
affordable  housing  projects  as  defined  in  the  Guidelines  of  the  United  States  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Department,  and  $816.00  for  all  other  projects  and  Department  facilitated 
pre-application  meetings. 
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(g)  (1 )  Project  Notifications  for  an  Individual  Requesting  Notification  of  Project 
Applications: 

(A)  First  Address  or  First  Assessor's  Lot:  $30.00  per  annum. 

(B)  Additional  Addresses:  $12.00  for  addresses  in  each  new  Assessor's  Lot 
thereafter,  per  annum. 

(2)  Project  Notifications  for  a  Neighborhood  Organization,  defined  as  (i)  having 
been  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the  request,  and  (ii)  is  listed  on  the  Planning 
Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification  list,  requesting  Notification  of  Project 
Applications: 

(A)  First  Address  or  First  Assessor's  Block:  $30.00  per  annum. 

(B)  Additional  Addresses:  $12.00  for  addresses  in  each  new  Assessor's  Block 
thereafter,  per  annum. 

(h)  Zoning  Administrator  Written  Determinations  Pursuant  to  Section  307(a): 
Si  1 5.00  for  zoning  letters  of  conformance,  $51 7.00  for  other  written  determinations. 

(i)  Reactivating  an  application  that  the  Zoning  Administrator  has  deemed  withdrawn 
due  to  inactivity  and  the  passage  of  time,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Zoning  Administrator 
and  within  six  months  of  the  date  the  application  was  deemed  withdrawn:  $218.00 

SEC.  352.  COMMISSION  AND  ZONING  ADMINISTRATOR  HEARING 
APPLICATIONS. 

(a)      Conditional  Use  {Section  303),  Planned  Unit  Development  (Section  304), 

Estimated  Construction  Cost  Initial  Fee 

No  construction  cost,  excluding  extension  of  hours  $785.00 

No  construction  cost,  extension  of  hours  $1 ,206.00 

Estimated  Construction  Cost  Initial  Fee 

$1.00  to  $9,999.00  $1,206.00 
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$10,000.00  to  $999,999.00 

$1 ,000,000.00  to  $4,999,999.00 

$5,000,000.00  to  $9,999,999.00 

$10,000,000.00  to  $19,999,999.00 

$20,000,000.00  or  more 
(b)     Variance  (Section  305) 
Estimated  Construction  Cost 
$0.00  -  $9,999.00 
$10,000.00-  $19,999.00 
$20,000.00  and  greater 


$1 ,206.00  plus  0.557%  of  cost  over 
$10,000.00 

$6,722.00  plus  0.664%  of  cost 
over  $1,000,000.00 
$33,315.00  plus  0.557%  of  cost 
over  $5,000,000.00 
$61,176.00  plus  0.290%  of 
cost  over  $10,000,000.00 
$90,213.00 

Initial  Fee 
$782.00 
$1,741.00 
$3,476.00 


Variance  fees  are  subject  to  additional  time  and  material  charges,  as  set  forth  in 
Section  350c. 

(c)  Downtown  (C-3)  District  Review  (Section  309)  and  Coastal  Zone  Permit  (Section 
330)  Applications  Commission  Hearing  Fee  Schedule: 

Estimated  Construction  Cost  Initial  Fee 

$0.00  to  $9,999.00  S244.00 
$10,000.00  to  $999,999.00  $244.00  plus  0.112%  of  cost 

over  $10,000.00 

$1 ,000,000.00  to  $4,999,999.00  $1 ,352.00  plus  0. 1 33%  of  cost 

over  $1,000,000.00 
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$5,000,000.00  to  $9,999,999.00 


$6,684.00  plus  0.111%  of  cost 


over  $5,000,000.00 


$10,000,000.00  to  $19,999,999.00 


$12,234.00  plus  0.058%  of 


cost  over  $10,000,000 


$20,000,000.00  or  more 


$18,063.00 


(1 )  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  The  Planning  Department  shall 
charge  $1 91 .00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  tinne  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Where  an  applicant  requests  two  or  more  approvals  involving  a  conditional  use, 
planned  unit  development,  variance,  Downtown  (C-3)  District  Section  309  review,  certificate  of 
appropriateness,  permit  to  alter  a  significant  or  contributory  building  both  within  and  outside  of 
Conservation  Districts,  or  a  coastal  zone  permit  review,  the  amount  of  the  second  and  each 
subsequent  initial  fees  of  lesser  value  shall  be  reduced  to  50  percent. 

(3)  Minor  project  modifications  requiring  a  public  hearing  to  amend  conditions  of 
approval  of  a  previously  authorized  project,  not  requiring  a  substantial  reevaluation  of  the  prior 
authorization:  $896.00. 

(4)  The  applicant  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  beyond  the  initial  fee 
in  Section  352ft7;y,  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(5)  An  applicant  proposins  major  revisions,  as  determined  by  the  Zoning  Administrator,  to 
a  project  application  that  has  been  inactive  for  more  than  six  months  and  is  assigned  An  applicant 
proposing  significant  revisions  to  a  project  for  which- an  application  is -on  file  with  the  FUmmirt§ 
Dcpartmcnl  shall  be  charged-titnc  and  imiterials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  shall 
submit  a  new  application.  An  applicant  proposing,  major  revisions  to  a  project  which  has  not  been 
assigned  and  for  which  an  application  is  on  file  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time 
and  materials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  paid. 
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(6)      For  agencies  or  departments  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  initial 

fee  for  applications  sinall  be  based  upon  tine  construction  cost  as  set  forth  above. 

(d)  Discretionary  Review  Request;  $300.00;  provided,  however,  that  the  fee  shall  be 
waived  if  the  discretionary  review  request  is  filed  by  a  neighborhood  organization  that:  (1)  has 
been  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the  filing  date  of  the  request,  (2)  is  on  the  Planning 
Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification  list,  and  (3)  can  demonstrate  to  the 
Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  the  organization  is  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 
Such  fee  shall  be  refunded  to  the  individual  or  entity  that  requested  discretionary  review  in  the 
event  the  Planning  Commission  denies  the  Planning  Department's  approval  or  authorization 
upon  which  the  discretionary  review  was  requested.  Mandatory  discretionary  reviews: 
$3,223.00. 

(e)  Institutional  Master  Plan  (Section  304.5). 

(1 )  Full  Institutional  Master  Plan  or  Substantial  Revision:  S1 1 ,492.00  plus  time  and 
materials  if  the  cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Abbreviated  Institutional  Master  Plan:  $2,1 03.00  plus  time  and  materials  if  the 
cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(f)  Land  Use  Amendments  and  Related  Plans  and  Diagrams  of  the  San  Francisco 
General  Plan:  Fee  based  on  the  Department's  estimated  actual  costs  for  time  and  materials 
required  to  review  and  implement  the  requested  amendment,  according  to  a  budget  prepared 
by  the  Director  of  Planning,  in  consultation  with  the  sponsor  of  the  request. 

(g)  General  Plan  Referrals:  S3, 1 03.00  plus  time  and  materials  if  the  cost  exceeds 
the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(h)  Redevelopment  Plan  Review:  The  Director  of  Planning  shall  prepare  a  budget  to 
cover  actual  time  and  materials  expected  to  be  incurred,  in  consultation  with  the 
Redevelopment  Agency.  A  sum  equal  to  'A  the  expected  cost  will  be  submitted  to  the 

Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  9 

6/16/2009 

n:\l3nd\as2009\9690082V00562986.(Joc 


1 

2 
3 
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Department,  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  review.  The  remainder  of  the  costs  will  be  due 
at  the  time  the  initial  payment  is  depleted. 

(i)       Reclassify  Property  or  Impose  Interim  Zoning  Controls:  $6,61 1 .00 

(1 )  The  applicant  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section 

350(c). 

(2)  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  The  Planning  Department  shall 
charge  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

G)       Setback  Line,  Establish.  Modify  or  Abolish:  $2,672.00 

(k)      Temporary  Use  Fees:  $391 .00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and  materials  if  the 
cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee,  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(I)       Amendments  to  Text  of  the  Planning  Code:  $13,209.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus 
time  and  materials  if  the  cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(m)     Zoning  Administrator  Conversion  Determinations  Related  to  Service  Station 
Conversions:  $2,609.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and  materials  if  the  cost  exceeds  the  initial 
fee.  (Section  228.4). 

(n)      Conditional  Use  Appeals  to  the  bBoard  of  Supervisors: 

(1 )  $500.00  for  the  appellant  of  a  conditional  used  authorization  decision  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors;  provided,  however,  that  the  fee  shall  be  waived  if  the  appeal  is  filed  by 
a  neighborhood  organization  that:  (1 )  has  been  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the  appeal 
filing  date,  (2)  is  on  the  Planning  Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification  list,  and 
(3)  can  demonstrate  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  the  organization  is 
substantially  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(2)  Such  fees  shall  be  used  to  defray  the  cost  of  an  appeal  to  the  Planning 
Department.  At  the  time  of  filing  an  appeal,  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  collect 
such  fee  and  forward  the  fee  amount  to  the  Planning  Department 
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SEC.  353.  DOWNTOWN  APPLICATIONS. 

(a)  Exception  in  C-3  District  (Section  309):  SI  ,701 .00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and 
materials  as  set  forth  in  section  350(c)  for  one  or  more  exceptions  to  the  Planning  Code, 
which  shall  not  be  reduced  per  Section  352(c)(2). 

(b)  Modifications  in  C-3  District,  Determination  of  Need  (Section  309);  Same  as 
Basic  commission  hearing  fee  schedule  (Sections  352(c),  352(c)(1)  et  seq.). 

(c)  Office  Development  Limitation  Projects  (Sections  320  through  323):  $4,562.00 
per  application  at  initial  intake  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(d)  Article  1 1  Designated  Buildings: 

(1)  Significant  or  Conthbutory  Building,  Designation  or  Change  of  Boundary: 
$5,884.00. 

(2)  Conservation  District,  Designation  or  Change  of  Boundary:  $5,884.00. 

(3)  Permit  to  Alter  a  Significant  or  Contributory  Building  Within  a  Designated 
Conservation  District,  not  Deemed  Minor  by  the  Zoning  Administrator:  $7,769.00  plus  time 
and  materials  in  excess  of  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(4)  Alteration  of  a  Contributory  Building  Located  Outside  a  Conservation  District 
From  Which  No  TDR  Has  Been  Transferred  and  No  Issuance  of  a  Permit  Pursuant  to 
Sections  1111  through  1111.6:  $7,769.00. 

(5)  Significant  or  Contributory  Building  Demolition  in  or  outside  of  a  Consenyation 
District  for  which  TDRs  have  been  transferred:  $7,769.00.  This  fee  shall  be  in  addition  to  any 
fee  otherwise  required  for  permits  to  alter  or  demolish.  However,  applications  to  demolish  a 
Contributory  Building  located  outside  a  Conservation  District  from  which  no  TDR  has  been 
transferred  or  a  Category  V  Building  in  a  Conservation  District  from  which  no  TDR  has  been 
transferred  are  subject  only  to  the  demolition  fee  contained  in  Section  355(b). 

(6)  Statement  of  Eligibility:  $1 ,378.00. 
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(7)  Certificate  of  Transfer,  Execution:  $397.00. 

(8)  Certification  of  Transfer  of  TDR,  Notice  of  Use:  $1 ,241 .00. 
SEC.  354.  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW. 

See  Administrative  Code,  Section  31 .21  et  seq.  for  fees. 
SEC.  355.  PERMIT  APPLICATIONS. 

(a)      Building  permit  applications  for  a  change  in  use  or  alteration  of  an  existing 
building,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau;  provided,  however,  that  the  fees  charged 
for  Planning  Department  approval  over-the-counter  for  the  replacement  of  w/indows,  roofs, 
siding,  and  doors  shall  be  reduced  to    the  fee  set  forth  below. 

Estimated  Construction  Cost       Initial  Fee 

SO. 00  to  $9,999.00  $305.00 

$10,000.00  to  $49,999.00  $306.00  plus  3.196%  of  cost  over  $10,000.00 

$50,000.00  to  $99,999.00  $1 ,585.00  plus  2.1 36%  of  cost  over 

$50,000.00  plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review 
Surcharge  and  $267.00  Categorical  Exemption 
Stamp  Fee 

$100,000.00  to  $499,999.00  $2,654.00  plus  2.337%  of  cost  over  $100,000.00 
plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and 
$267.00  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 

$500,000.00  to  $999,999.00       $12,003.00  plus  0.591%  of  cost  over  $500,000.00 
plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge 
and  $267.00  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 

$1,000,000.00  to  $4,999,999.00  $14,959.00  plus  0.232%  of  cost  over  $1 ,000,000.00 
plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and 
$267.00  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 
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$5,000,000.00  to  $99,999,999.00  $24,240.00  plus  .004%  of  cost  over  $5,000,000.00 
plus  $81 .00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and 
$267.00  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 

$1 00,000,000.00  or  more  $28,041 .00  plus  $81 .00  Discretionary  Review 

Surcharge  and  $267.00  Categorical  Exemption 
Stamp  Fee 

(1)  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  The  Planning  Department  shall 
charge  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c)  $1,080  as  an  inspection  fee  for  moniiohng 
code  violation  abatements. 

(2)  Back-Check  Fee  for  Permit  Revisions:  $1 91 .00  for  the  initial  fee,  plus  time  and 
materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c),  to  be  collected  at  time  of  permit  issuance. 

(3)  Shadow  Impact  Fee  for  New  Construction  or  Alteration  Exceeding  40  Feet  in 
Height  (Section  295):  Additional  $438.00  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section 
350(c). 

(4)  Public  Notification  Fee  for  Projects  Requiring  Public  Notice  Pursuant  to  Section 
31 1 :  $45.00,  plus  $3.03  per  envelope  (subject  to  increase  based  on  envelope  and  postage 
costs).  The  City's  reprographics  department  will  print  and  mail  public  notices. 

(5)  Public  Notification  Fee  for  Projects  Requiring  Public  Notice  Pursuant  to  Section 
312:  $45.00,  plus  $0.89  per  envelope  (subject  to  increase  based  on  envelope  and  postage 
costs).  The  City's  reprographics  department  will  print  and  mail  public  notices. 

(6)  For  projects  with  a  construction  cost  of  $1 00,000,000.00  or  more,  the  applicant 
shall  be  charged  the  permit  fee  for  a  project  with  a  $1 00,000,000.00  construction  cost. 

(7)  Permits  for  solar  panels  and  over-the-counter  permits  for  solar  equipment 
installation  shall  be  $129.00  per  permit. 

(b)      Building  Permit  Applications  for  a  New  Building: 
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Estimated  Construction  Cost       Initial  Fee 

$0  to  $99,999  $1 ,734,00,  plus  $81 .00  Discretionary  Review 

Surcharge  and  $267  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp 
Fee 

$100,000.00  to  $499,999.00  $1,735.00,  plus  2.337%  of  cost  over  $100,000.00 
plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and 
$267  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  fee 

$500,000  00  to$<?:999.999.00  $1 1 ,084.00  plus  0.746%  of  cost  over  $500,000.00 
plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and 
$267  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  fee 

$1 ,000,000  to  $4,999,999.00       $14,81 5  plus  0.287%  of  cost  over  $1 ,000,000.00  plus 
$81 .00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 
Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  fee 

$5,000,000.00  to  $99,999,999.00  $26,296.00  plus  0.005%  of  cost  of  $5,000,000  plus 
$81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 
Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  fee 

$1 00,000,000.00  or  more  $31 ,047.00  plus  $81 .00  Discretionary  Review 

Surcharge  and  $267  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp 
fee 

(1)       Applications  M>ith  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  $J,OSO  as  an  iuspection  fee  for 
monitorin^z  code  violation  abatements. 

(c)  Demolition  Applications,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau:  $1 ,351 .00. 

(d)  Fire,  Police,  Entertainment  Commission,  State  Alcohol  &  Beverages  Control 
and  Health  Department  Permit  Applications  Referral  Review:  $1 14.00  initial  fee  collected  by 
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the  other  departments  in  conjunction  with  current  fee  collections,  plus  time  and  materials  as 
set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(e)      Sign  Permit  Applications,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau:  S1 19.00. 

SEC.  356.  PRESERVATION  APPLICATIONS.  (Article  10). 

(a)  Landmark:  $250.00. 

(b)  Amendment,  Rescission  or  Designation  of  Historical  District:  Si  ,000.00  plus  time 
and  materials  in  excess  of  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350c.  The  Planning  Director  or 
his/her  designee  may  waive  time  and  material  charges  for  the  designation  of  a  Historical 
District  to  encourage  Citywide  preservation  activities. 

(c)  Certificate  of  Appropriateness:  $288.00  for  applications  with  an  estimated 
construction  cost  less  than  $1 ,000.00;  $1 ,150.00  for  applications  with  an  estimated 
construction  less  than  $20,000.00,  $5,321.00  for  applications  with  an  estimated  construction 
value  $20,000.00  and  more,  plus  time  and  materials  in  excess  of  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in 
Section  350(c). 

(d)  Determination  that  a  Building  is  a  Compatible  Rehabilitation  or  a  Compatible 
Replacement  Building,  Pursuant  to  Section  309  or  1 109:  Same  as  for  Conditional  Use 
(Section  352(a)). 

(e)  Processing  and  Administering  an  Application  for  a  Historical  Properties  Contract 
Under  the  California  Mills  Act,  California  Government  Code  Sections  50280—50290: 
$16,817.00  for  commercial  properties  and  $8,412.00  for  residential  properties. 

SEC.  357.  TRANSPORTATION  REVIEW  ASSOCIATED  WITH  PROJECT 
APPLICATIONS. 

(a)      Transportation  Study  $19,984.00  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section 
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(b)  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  review  of  transportation  impact  study:  $4,000 
per  study. 

SEC.  358.     GENERAL  ADVERTISING  SIGNS  FEES. 

(a)  The  fee  for  the  relocation  agreement  application  pursuant  to  Section  61 1  and 
Administrative  Code  Section  2.21  shall  be  $1,148.00  per  individual  relocation  agreement 
application. 

(b)  The  fee  for  the  initial  inventory  processing  pursuant  to  Section  604.2  shall  be 
$643.00  per  sign  structure. 

(c)  The  fee  for  an  in-lieu  application  pursuant  to  Section  604.1  shall  be  $367.00  per 
sign  structure. 

(d)  The  fee  for  annual  inventory  maintenance  pursuant  to  Section  604.2  shall  be 
$74^  $21  LOO. 

(e)  Fee  Review  and  Adjustment.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007-2008,  the  fees 
established  in  this  Section  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the 
Controller.  No  later  that  April  15th  of  each  year,  the  Director  shall  submit  the  Department's 
current  fees  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the  price  index  adjustment  to  produce 
a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year.  No  later  that  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller 
shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying 
that:  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient  revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for 
which  the  fee  is  charged  and  (b)  the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  that  exceeds  the  costs  of 
providing  the  services  for  which  each  permit  fee  is  charged.  Notwithstanding  the  procedures 
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set  forth  in  this  Section,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  in  its  discretion,  may  modify  the  fees  by 

ordinance  at  any  time. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS/)J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 
in  Board 
8/4/09 


FILE  NO. 


090867 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Zoning  -  Planning  Code  amendments  in  connection  with  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan  ] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Sections  155, 
155.1,  155.4,  and  155.5  in  connection  with  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan;  and  making  various 
findings,  including  environmental  findings  and  findings  of  consistency  with  the 
General  Plan  and  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  hereby  finds  and  determines  that; 

(a)  Under  Planning  Code  Section  302,  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  will  sen/e  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 
Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.    ^^915        recommending  the  approval  of  this 
Planning  Code  Amendment  and  incorporates  such  reasons  by  this  reference  thereto.  A  copy 
of  said  Resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.  ^^^^^^ 

and  is  incorporated  here  by  reference. 

(b)  Under  Planning  Code  Section  1 01 .1 ,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  is  consistent  with  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  1 01 . 1  (b)  of  the 
Planning  Code  and  with  the  General  Plan,  as  proposed  for  amendment  in  companion 
legislation,  and  hereby  adopts  the  findings  of  the  Planning  Commission,  as  set  forth  in 

Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  ^^^^'^  .  A  copy  of  said  Resolution  is  on  file  with 

the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.    ^^^^^'^  and  is  incorporated  herein  by 
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reference.  The  companion  legislation  concerns  General  Plan  amendments  and  is  in  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.     090868  ,  which  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

(c)  In  accordance  with  the  actions  contemplated  herein,  this  Board  adopted 
Ordinance  No.  concerning  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  A  copy  of  said 

Ordinance  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090868  and  is 

incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

(d)  These  Planning  Code  amendments  are  adopted  in  connection  with  the  2009  San 
Francisco  Bicycle  Plan. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Sections  1 55,  1 55. 1 ,  1 55.4,  and  1 55.5  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  155.  GENERAL  STANDARDS  AS  TO  LOCATION  AND  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
OFF.-STREET  PARKING,  FREIGHT  LOADING  AND  SERVICE  VEHICLE  FACILITIES. 

Required  off-street  parking  and  freight  loading  facilities  shall  meet  the  following 
standards  as  to  location  and  arrangement.  In  addition,  facilities  which  are  not  required  but  are 
actually  provided  shall  meet  the  following  standards  unless  such  standards  are  stated  to  be 
applicable  solely  to  required  facilities.  In  application  of  the  standards  of  this  Code  for  off-street 
parking  and  loading,  reference  may  be  made  to  provisions  of  other  portions  of  the  Municipal 
Code  concerning  off-street  parking  and  loading  facilities,  and  to  standards  of  the  Bureau  of 
Engineering  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works.  Final  authority  for  the  application  of  such 
standards  under  this  Code,  and  for  adoption  of  regulations  and  interpretations  in  furtherance 
of  the  stated  provisions  of  this  Code  shall,  however,  rest  with  the  Department  of  City  Planning. 

(a)  Every  required  off-street  parking  or  loading  space  shall  be  located  on  the  same  lot 
as  the  use  served  by  it,  except  as  provided  in  Sections  159,  160  and  161  of  this  Code. 
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(b)  Every  required  off-street  parking  or  loading  space  shall  be  located  in  its  entirety 
within  the  lot  lines  of  private  property. 

(c)  Every  off-street  parking  or  loading  space  shall  have  adequate  means  of  ingress 
from  and  egress  to  a  street  or  alley.  Access  to  off-street  loading  spaces  shall  be  from  alleys  in 
preference  to  streets. 

Adequate  resen/oir  space  shall  be  provided  on  private  property  for  entrance  of  vehicles  to  off- 
street  parking  and  loading  spaces,  except  with  respect  to  spaces  independently  accessible 
directly  from  the  street. 

(1)   For  residential  uses,  independently  accessible  off-street  parking  spaces  shall 
include  spaces  accessed  by  automated  garages,  or  car  elevators,  lifts  or  other  space-efficient 
parking  as  defined  in  Section  154(a)(4)  and  Section  154(a)(5)  provided  that  no  more  than  one 
car  needs  to  be  moved  under  its  own  power  to  access  any  one  space. 

(d)  All  off-street  freight  loading  and  service  vehicle  spaces  in  the  C-3-0,  C-3-R,  C-3- 
G,  and  South  of  Market  Districts  shall  be  completely  enclosed  and  access  from  a  public  street 
or  alley  shall  be  provided  by  means  of  a  private  service  driveway,  which  is  totally  contained 
within  the  structure.  Such  a  private  service  driveway  shall  include  adequate  space  to 
maneuver  trucks  and  service  vehicles  into  and  out  of  all  provided  spaces,  and  shall  be 
designed  so  as  to  facilitate  access  to  the  subject  property  while  minimizing  interference  with 
street  and  sidewalk  circulation.  Any  such  private  sen/ice  driveway  shall  be  of  adequate  v/idth 
to  accommodate  drive-in  movement  from  the  adjacent  curb  or  inside  traffic  lane  but  shall  in  no 
case  exceed  30  feet.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  if  an  adjacent  street  or  alley  is 
determined  to  be  primarily  used  for  building  service,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  309 
in  a  C-3-0,  C-3-R  or  C-3-G  District,  or  the  provisions  of  Section  307(g)  in  a  South  of  Market 
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District,  up  to  four  spaces  may  be  allowed  to  be  individually  accessible  directly  from  such  a 
street  or  alley. 

(e)  In  a  C-3  or  South  of  Market  District,  where  site  constraints  would  make  a 
consolidated  freight  loading  and  service  vehicle  facility  impractical,  service  vehicle  spaces 
required  by  Sections  153(a)(6)  and  154(b)(3)  of  this  Code  may  be  located  in  a  parking  garage 
for  the  structure  or  other  location  separate  from  freight  loading  spaces. 

(f)  In  a  C-3  or  South  of  Market  District,  wheneverxDff-street  freight  loading  spaces  are 
provided,  freight  elevators  immediately  accessible  from  the  loading  dock  shall  be  provided  to 
all  floors  which  contain  uses  that  are  included  in  the  calculation  of  required  number  of  freight 
loading  spaces.  If  freight  loading  facilities  are  subterranean,  the  location  and  operation  of 
freight  elevators  shall  be  designed,  where  feasible,  to  discourage  use  of  freight  elevators  for 
deliveries  from  the  ground  floor.  Directories  of  building  tenants  shall  be  provided  at  all  freight 
elevators.  A  raised  loading  dock  or  receiving  area  shall  be  provided  with  sufficient  dimensions 
to  provide  for  short-term  storage  of  goods.  All  required  freight  loading  and  sen^/ice  vehicle 
spaces  shall  be  made  available  only  to  those  vehicles  at  all  times,  and  provision  shall  be 
made  to  minimize  interference  between  freight  loading  and  service  operations,  and  garbage 
dumpster  operations  and  storage. 

(g)  In  order  to  discourage  long-term  commuter  parking,  any  off-street  parking  spaces 
provided  for  a  structure  or  use  other  than  residential  or  hotel  in  a  C-3  District,  whether 
classified  as  an  accessory  or  conditional  use,  which  are  otherwise  available  for  use  for  long- 
term  parking  by  downtown  workers  shall  maintain  a  rate  or  fee  structure  for  their  use  such  that 
the  rate  charge  for  four  hours  of  parking  duration  is  no  more  than  four  times  the  rate  charge 
for  the  first  hour,  and  the  rate  charge  for  eight  or  more  hours  of  parking  duration  is  no  less 
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than  10  times  the  rate  charge  for  the  first  hour.  Additionally,  no  discounted  parking  rate  shall 
be  permitted  for  weekly,  monthly  or  similar  time-specific  periods. 

(h)  The  internal  layout  of  off-street  parking  and  loading  spaces,  driveways,  aisles  and 
maneuvering  areas  shall  be  according  to  acceptable  standards,  and  all  spaces  shall  be  clearly 
marked. 

(i)  For  each  25  off-street  parking  spaces  provided,  one  such  space  shall  be  designed 
and  designated  for  handicapped  persons. 

(j)  Except  as  provided  by  Section  155.1  and  Section  155.2  below,  for  each  20  off- 
street  parking  spaces  provided,  one  or  more  spacer  shall  be  provided  for  parking  of  a  bicycle. 
The  most  restrictive  provisions  of  155(j)  or  155.4  shall  prevail. 

(k)  Off-street  parking  and  loading  facilities  shall  be  arranged,  designed  and  operated 
so  as  to  prevent  encroachments  upon  sidewalk  areas,  bicycle  lanes,  transit-only  lanes  and 
adjacent  properties,  in  the  maneuvering,  standing,  queuing  and  storage  of  vehicles,  by  means 
of  the  layout  and  operation  of  facilities  and  by  use  of  bumper  or  wheel  guards  or  such  other 
devices  as  are  necessary. 

(1)  Driveways  crossing  sidewalks  shall  be  no  wider  than  necessary  for  ingress  and 
egress,  and  shall  be  arranged,  to  the  extent  practical,  so  as  to  minimize  the  width  and 
frequency  of  curb  cuts,  to  maximize  the  number  and  size  of  on-street  parking  spaces  available 
to  the  public,  and  to  minimize  conflicts  with  pedestrian  and  transit  movements. 

(m)  Every  off-street  parking  or  loading  facility  shall  be  suitably  graded,  surfaced, 
drained  and  maintained. 

(n)  Off-street  parking  and  loading  spaces  shall  not  occupy  any  required  open  space, 
except  as  specified  in  Section  136  of  this  Code. 
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(0)  No  area  credited  as  all  or  part  of  a  required  off-street  parking  space  shall  also  be 
credited  as  all  or  part  of  a  required  off-street  loading  space,  or  used  as  all  or  part  of  an 
unrequired  off-street  loading  space.  No  area  credited  as  all  or  part  of  a  required  off-street 
loading  space  shall  also  be  credited  as  all  or  part  of  a  required  off-street  parking  space,  or 
used  as  all  or  part  of  an  unrequired  off-street  parking  space. 

(p)  Any  off-street  freight  loading  area  located  within  50  feet  of  any  R  District  shall  be 
completely  enclosed  within  a  building  if  such  freight  loading  area  is  used  in  regular  night 
operation. 

(q)   Rooftop  parking  shall  be  screened  as  provided  in  Section  141(d)  of  this  Code. 

(r)   Protected  Pedestrian-  and  Transit-Oriented  Street  Frontages.  In  order  to  preserve 
the  pedestrian  character  of  certain  downtown  and  neighborhood  commercial  districts  and  to 
minimize  delays  to  transit  sen/ice,  garage  entries,  driveways  or  other  vehicular  access  to  off- 
street  parking  or  loading  (except  for  the  creation  of  new  publicly-accessible  streets  and  alleys) 
shall  be  regulated  on  development  lots  as  follows  on  the  following  street  frontages: 

(1)  Folsom  Street,  from  Essex  Street  to  the  Embarcadero,  not  permitted  except  as  set 
forth  in  Section  827. 

(2)  The  entire  portion  of  Market  Street  in  the  C-3,  NCT-3  and  Upper  Market  NCT 
Districts,  Hayes  Street  from  Franklin  Street  to  Laguna  Street,  Church  Street  in  the  NCT-3  and 
Upper  Market  NCT  Districts,  Van  Ness  Avenue  from  Hayes  Street  to  Mission  Street,  Mission 
Street  from  10th  Street  to  Division  Street,  Octavia  Street  from  Hayes  Street  to  Fell  Street,  not 
permitted. 

(3)  The  entire  portion  of  California  Street,  The  Embarcadero,  Folsom  Street,  Geary 
Street,  Mission  Street,  Powell  Street  and  Stockton  Street  in  the  C-3  Districts,  Grant  Avenue 
from  Market  Street  to  Bush  Street  Montgomery  Street  from  Market  Street  to  Columbus 


Planning  Doparlmont 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  6 
8/3/2009 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Avenue,  Haight  Street  from  Market  Street  to  Webster  Street,  Church  Street  and  16th  Street  in 
the  RTO  District,  and  Duboce  Street  from  Noe  Street  to  Market  Street,  Oclavia  Street  from 
Fell  Street  to  Market  Street,  not  permitted  except  with  a  conditional  use  permit. 

(4)  In  C-3,  NCT  and  RTO  Districts,  no  curb  cuts  accessing  off-street  parking  or 
loading  shall  be  created  or  utilized  on  street  frontages  identified  along  any  Transit  Preferential. 
Citywide  Pedestrian  Network  or  Neighborhood  Commercial  Streets  as  designated  in  the 
Transportation  Element  of  the  General  Plan  or  official  City  bicycle  routes  or  bicycle  lanes, 
where  an  alternative  frontage  is  available.  For  bicycle  lanes,  the  prohibition  on  curb  cuts 
applies  to  the  side  or  sides  of  the  street  where  bicycle  lanes  are  located;  for  one-way  bicycle 
routes  or  lanes,  the  prohibition  on  curb  cuts  shall  apply  to  the  right  side  of  the  street  only, 
unless  the  officially  adopted  alignment  is  along  the  left  side  of  the  street.  Where  an  alternative 
frontage  is  not  available,  parking  or  loading  access  along  any  Transit  Preferential,  Citywide 
Pedestrian  Network  or  Neighborhood  Commercial  Streets  as  designated  in  the  Transportation 
Element  of  the  General  Plan  or  official  City  bicycle  lane  or  bicycle  route,  may  be  allowed  on 
streets  not  listed  in  subsection  (2)  above  as  an  exception  in  the  manner  provided  in  Section 
309  for  C-3  Districts  and  in  Section  303  for  NCT  and  RTO  Districts  in  cases  where  it  can  be 
clearly  demonstrated  that  the  final  design  of  the  parking  access  minimizes  negative  impacts  to 
transit  movement  and  to  the  safety  of  pedestrians  and  bicyclists  to  the  fullest  extent  feasible. 

(5)  A  "development  lot"  shall  mean  any  lot  containing  a  proposal  for  new  construction, 
building  alterations  which  would  increase  the  gross  square  footage  of  a  structure  by  20 
percent  or  more,  or  change  of  use  of  more  than  50  percent  of  the  gross  floor  area  of  a 
structure  containing  parking.  Pre-existing  access  to  off-street  parking  and  loading  on 
development  lots  that  violates  the  restrictions  of  this  Section  1 55(r)  may  not  be  maintained. 
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(s)  Off-Street  Parking  and  Loading  in  C-3  Districts.  In  C-3  Distncts,  restrictions  on  the 
design  and  location  of  off-street  parking  and  loading  and  access  to  off-street  parking  and 
loading  are  necessary  to  reduce  their  negative  impacts  on  neighborhood  quality  and  the 
pedestrian  environment. 

(1 )  Ground  floor  or  below-grade  parking  and  street  frontages  with  active  uses. 

(A)  All  off-street  parking  in  C-3  Districts  (both  as  accessory  and  principal  uses) 
shall  be  built  no  higher  than  the  ground-level  (up  to  a  maximum  ceiling  height  of  20  feet  from 
grade)  unless  an  exception  to  this  requirement  is  granted  in  accordance  with  Section  309  and 
subsection  155(s)(2)  or  a  conditional  use  is  authorized  in  accordance  with  Section  303  and 
subsections  155(s)(2)  or  155(s)(3)  below. 

(B)  Parking  at  the  ground-level  to  the  full  height  of  the  ground-level  parking 
shall  be  lined  with  active  uses,  as  defined  by  Section  145.4(e),  to  a  depth  of  at  least  25  feet 
along  all  street  frontages,  except  for  space  allowed  for  parking  and  loading  access,  building 
egress,  and  access  to  mechanical  systems.  So  as  not  to  preclude  conversion  of  parking 
space  to  other  uses  in  the  future,  parking  at  the  ground-level  shall  not  be  sloped  and  shall 
have  a  minimum  clear  ceiling  height  of  nine  feet. 

(i)  Where  a  non-accessory  off-street  parking  garage  permitted  under  Section 
223(m)-(p)  is  located  in  the  Mid-Market  area  described  below  in  subsection  155(s)(3)(B)  and 
fronts  more  than  one  street  of  less  than  45  feet  in  width,  a  conditional  use  may  be  granted  in 
accordance  with  Section  303  that  allows  an  exception  to  this  requirement  for  one  of  the  street 
frontages.  The  above  provision  authorizing  such  conditional  use  shall  sunset  eight  years  from 
the  effective  date  of  the  ordinance  enacting  this  subsection  1 55(s)(1  )(A)(i). 

(C)  Parking  allowed  above  the  ground-level  in  accordance  with  an  exception 
under  Section  309  or  a  conditional  use  in  accordance  with  Section  303  as  authorized  by 
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subsections  155(s)(2)  or  155(s)(3)  shall  be  entirely  screened  from  public  rights-of-way  in  a 
manner  that  accentuates  ground  floor  retail  and  other  uses,  minimizes  louvers  and  other 
mechanical  features  and  is  in  keeping  with  the  overall  massing  and  architectural  vocabulary  of 
the  building's  lower  floors.  So  as  not  to  preclude  conversion  of  parking  space  to  other  uses  in 
the  future,  parking  allowed  above  the  ground-level  shall  not  be  sloped  and  shall  have  a 
minimum  clear  ceiling  height  of  nine  feet. 

(2)  Residential  accessory  parking.  For  residential  accessory  off-street  parking  in  C-3 
Districts,  two  additional  floors  of  above-grade  parking  beyond  the  at-grade  parking  allowed  by 
Section  155(s)(1),  to  a  maximum  ceiling  height  of  35  feet  from  grade,  may  be  permitted 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsections  1 55(s)(2)(A)  or  1 55(s)(2)(B)  below: 

(A)  In  a  manner  provided  in  Section  309  of  this  Code  provided  it  can  be  clearly 
demonstrated  that  transportation  easements  or  contaminated  soil  conditions  make  it 
practically  infeasible  to  build  parking  below-ground.  The  determination  of  practical  infeasibility 
shall  be  made  based  on  an  independent,  third-party  geotechnical  assessment  conducted  by  a 
licensed  professional  and  funded  by  the  project  sponsor.  The  Planning  Director  shall  make  a 
determination  as  to  the  objectivity  of  the  study  prior  to  the  Planning  Commission's 
consideration  of  the  exception  application  under  Section  309. 

(B)  As  a  conditional  use  in  accordance  with  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  303 
of  this  Code,  provided  it  can  be  clearly  demonstrated  that  constructing  the  parking  above- 
grade  instead  of  underground  would  allow  the  proposed  housing  to  meet  affordability  levels 
for  which  actual  production  has  not  met  ABAG  production  targets  as  identified  in  the  Housing 
Element  of  the  General  Plan. 

(3)  Non-accessory  off-street  parking  garages.  For  non-accessory  off-street  parking 
garages  in  C-3  Districts  permitted  under  Section  223(m)-(p),  two  additional  floors  of  above- 
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grade  parking  beyond  the  at-grade  parking  allowed  by  Section  155(s)(1),  to  a  maximum 
ceiling  height  of  35  feet  from  grade,  may  be  permitted  subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsections 
155{s)(3)(A)  or  155(s){3)(B)  below: 

(A)  As  a  conditional  use  in  accordance  with  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  303, 
provided  it  can  be  clearly  demonstrated  that  transportation  easements  or  contaminated  soil 
conditions  make  it  practically  infeasible  to  build  parking  below-ground.  The  determination  of 
practical  infeasibility  shall  be  made  based  on  an  independent,  third-party  geotechnical 
assessment  conducted  by  a  licensed  professional  and  funded  by  the  project  sponsor.  The 
Planning  Director  shall  make  a  determination  as  to  the  objectivity  of  the  study  prior  to  the 
Planning  Commission's  consideration  of  the  conditional  use  permit  application. 

(B)  As  a  conditional  use  in  accordance  with  the  criteria  set  forth  in  Section  303. 
provided  the  site  contains  an  existing  non-accessory  off-street  surface  parking  lot  with  valid 
permits  for  such  parking  as  of  the  effective  date  of  the  ordinance  enacting  this  subsection  and 
the  site  is  located  in  the  following  Mid-Market  area:  Assessor's  Block  0341,  Lots  4  through  9 
and  13;  Block  0342.  Lots  1 ,  2,  4.  7,  1 1 ,  12  and  13;  Block  0350,  Lots  1  through  4;  Block  0355, 
Lots  3  through  1 2  and  1 5;  Block  3507,  Lot  39;  Block  3508,  Lots  1 ,  1 3,  1 8,  1 9,  22,  24  through 
27,  39  and  40;  Block  3509,  Lots  18,  19,  36,  37  and  40  through  43;  Block  3510,  Lot  1 ;  Block 
3701,  Lots  5,  8.  10,  11,  12,  20  through  24.  53,  59,  60,  63  and  64;  Block  3702,  Lots  1.  2,  37, 
38,  39,  44,44A.  45,  46,  47,  48,  48A,  51,  52,  53,  54.  56;  Block  3703,  Lots  1,  2,  3,  7,  10,  11,  12. 
25,  26,  33.  40.  41 ,  50,  53,  56  through  68,  70,  74,  75,  76,  78  through  81 ,  84,  85  and  86;  Block 
3704,  Lots  1,  3,  6,  9  through  13,  15,  17  through  22,  24,  35,  38.  39,  42.  43,  45.  62  and  67 
through  79,  Block  3725,  Lot  78,  82,  86  through  91  and  93;  Block  3727,  Lot  1,  91.  94.  96.  97, 
109.  117,  118,  120,  134,  168  and  173;  Block  3728,  Lot  1,  72,  75,  76.  81,  82,  83,  89,  103  and 
105;  and  Block  0351 .  Lots  1 ,  22,  32,  33,  37.  39,  41 ,  43,  46,  47,  49,  50  and  51  This  subsection 
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155(s)(3)(B)  shall  sunset  eight  years  from  the  effective  date  of  the  ordinance  enacting  this 
subsection. 

(4)  Parking  lots  permitted  in  C-3  Districts  as  temporary  uses  according  to  Section 
156(h)  and  expansions  of  existing  above-grade  publicly  accessible  parking  facilities  are  not 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  subsections  1 55(s)(1  )--(3). 

(5)  Parking  and  Loading  Access. 

(A)  Width  of  openings.  Any  single  development  is  limited  to  a  total  of  two 
facade  openings  of  no  more  than  1 1  feet  wide  each  or  one  opening  of  no  more  than  22  feet 
wide  for  access  to  off-street  parking  and  one  facade  opening  of  no  more  than  1 5  feet  wide  for 
access  to  off-street  loading.  Shared  openings  for  parking  and  loading  are  encouraged.  The 
maximum  permitted  width  of  a  shared  parking  and  loading  garage  opening  is  27  feet. 

(B)  Porte  cocheres  to  accommodate  passenger  loading  and  unloading  are  not 
permitted  except  as  part  of  a  hotel,  inn  or  hostel  use.  For  the  purpose  of  this  Section,  a  "porte 
cochere"  is  defined  as  an  off-street  driveway,  either  covered  or  uncovered,  for  the  purpose  of 
passenger  loading  or  unloading,  situated  between  the  ground  floor  facade  of  the  building  and 
the  sidewalk. 

SEC.  155.1.  BICYCLE  PARKING  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  CITY-OWNED  AND 
LEASED  BUILDINGS. 

In  all  City-owned  and  leased  buildings,  regardless  of  whether  off-street  parking  is 
available,  the  responsible  City  official,  as  defined  in  Section  155.1(a)(11)  below,  shall  provide 
bicycle  parking  according  to  the  schedule  in  Section  155.1(c)  below,  except  as  otherwise 
provided  in  Section  155.2.  The  provisions  of  this  Section  shall  not  apply  in  any  case  where  the 
City  occupies  property  as  a  tenant  under  a  lease  the  term  of  which  does  not  exceed  six 
months.  In  the  event  that  a  privately  owned  garage,  as  defined  in  Section  1 55.2.  is  in  a 
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building  in  which  the  City  leases  space,  Section  155.2  and  not  this  Section  shall  apply.  All 
required  bicycle  parking  shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of  Sections  155.1(b)  (Location  of 
Facilities)  and  1 55. 1  (c)  (Number  of  Spaces)  set  forth  below: 
(a)  Definitions. 

(1 )  Locker.  A  fully  enclosed,  secure  and  burglar-proof  bicycle  parking  space 
accessible  only  to  the  owner  or  operator  of  the  bicycle. 

(2)  Check-In  Facility.  A  location  in  which  the  bicycle  is  delivered  to  and  left  with  an 
attendant  with  provisions  for  identifying  the  bicycle's  owner.  The  stored  bicycle  is  accessible 
only  to  the  attendant. 

(3)  Monitored  Parking.  A  location  where  Class  2  parking  spaces  are  provided  within 
an  area  under  constant  surveillance  by  an  attendant  or  security  guard  or  by  a  monitored 
camera. 

(4)  Restricted  Access  Parking.  A  location  that  provides  Class  2  parking  spaces  within 
a  locked  room  or  locked  enclosure  accessible  only  to  the  owners  of  bicycles  parked  within. 

(5)  Personal  Storage.  Storage  within  the  view  of  the  bicycle  owner  in  either  the 
operator's  office  or  a  location  within  the  building. 

(6)  Class  1  Bicycle  Parking  Space(s).  Facilities  which  protect  the  entire  bicycle,  its 
components  and  accessories  against  theft  and  against  inclement  weather,  including  wind- 
driven  rain.  Examples  of  this  type  of  facility  include  (1 )  lockers,  (2)  check-in  facilities,  (3) 
monitored  parking,  (4)  restricted  access  parking,  and  (5)  personal  storage. 

(7)  Class  2  Bicycle  Parking  Space(s).  Bicycle  racks  which  permit  the  locking  of  the 
bicycle  frame  and  one  wheel  to  the  rack  and,  which  support  the  bicycle  in  a  stable  position 
without  damage  to  wheels,  frame  or  components. 

(8)  Director.  Director  of  the  Department  of  City  Planning. 
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(9)  Landlord.  Any  person  who  leases  space  in  a  building  to  the  City.  The  term 
"landlord"  does  not  include  the  City. 

(10)  Employees.  Individuals  employed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(1 1 )  Responsible  City  Official.  The  highest  ranking  City  official  of  an  agency  or 
department  which  has  authority  over  a  City-owned  building  or  parking  facility  or  of  an  agency 
or  department  for  which  the  City  is  leasing  space. 

(12)  Person.  Any  individual,  proprietorship,  partnership,  joint  venture,  corporation, 
limited  liability  company,  trust,  association,  or  other  entity  that  may  enter  into  leases. 

(b)  Location  of  Facilities. 

(1)  At  locations  where  the  majority  of  parking  spaces  will  be  long-term  (e.g.,  occupied 
by  building  employees  for  eight  hours  or  more),  at  least  1/2  of  the  required  bicycle  parking 
spaces  shall  be  Class  1  spaces.  The  remaining  spaces  may  be  Class  2  spaces.  The  Director 
may  approve  alternative  types  of  parking  spaces  that  provide  an  equivalent  measure  of 
security. 

(2)  Alternative  Locations.  In  the  event  that  compliance  with  Section  155.1(b)(1)  may 
not  be  feasible  because  of  demonstrable  hardship,  the  responsible  city  official  may  apply  to 
the  Director  for  approval  of  an  alternative  storage  location.  In  acting  upon  such  applications, 
the  Director  shall  be  guided  by  the  following  criteria:  Such  alternative  facilities  shall  be  well- 
lighted  and  secure.  The  entrance  shall  be  no  more  than  50  feet  from  the  entrance  of  the 
building,  unless  there  are  no  feasible  locations  within  a  50  foot  zone  that  can  be  provided 
without  impeding  sidewalk  or  pedestrian  traffic.  However,  in  no  event  shall  an  alternative 
location  be  approved  that  is  farther  from  the  entrance  of  the  building  than  the  closest 
automobile  parking  space. 
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(3)   Exemptions.  If  no  feasible  alternative  parking  facility  exists  nearby  which  can  be 
approved  pursuant  to  Section  155.1(b)(1)  or  (2),  no  Class  1  bicvcle  parkin2  is  provided  in  the 
building  or.  securing  an  alternative  location  v^ould  be  unduly  costly  and  pose  a  demonstrable 
hardship  on  the  landlord,  or  on  the  City,  where  the  City  owns  the  building,  the  Director  may 
issue  an  exemption.  In  order  to  obtain  an  exemption,  the  responsible  City  official  shall  certify 
to  the  Director  in  writing  that  the  landlord,  or  the  City,  where  the  City  owns  the  building,  will  not 
prohibit  bicycle  operators  from  storing  bicycles  within  their  office  space,  provided  that  they  are 
stored  in  such  a  way  that  the  Fire  Code  is  not  violated  and  that  the  normal  business  of  the 
building  is  not  disrupted. 

(c)  Required  Number  of  Bicycle  Parking  Spaces. 

(1 )  Class  1  Bicycle  Parking  Spaces.  The  following  standards  shall  govern  the  number 
of  Class  1,  long-term,  bicycle  parking  spaces  a  responsible  City  official  must  provide: 

(A)  In  buildings  with  one  to  20  employees,  at  least  two  bicycle  parking  spaces 
shall  be  provided. 

(B)  In  buildings  with  21  to  50  employees,  at  least  four  bicycle  parking  spaces 
shall  be  provided. 

(C)  In  buildings  with  51  to  300  employees,  the  number  of  bicycle  parking 
spaces  provided  shall  be  equal  to  at  least  five  percent  of  the  number  of  employees  at  that 
building,  but  in  no  event  shall  fewer  than  five  bicycle  spaces  be  provided. 

(D)  In  buildings  with  more  than  300  employees,  the  number  of  bicycle  parking 
spaces  provided  shall  be  equal  to  at  least  three  percent  of  the  number  of  employees  at  that 
building  but  in  no  event  shall  fewer  than  16  bicycle  parking  spaces  be  provided. 
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(2)  In  addition  to  the  Class  1  bicycle  parking  spaces  required  above,  a  responsible 
City  official  shall  also  provide  Class  2  bicycle  parking  spaces  according  to  the  below 
enumerated  schedule: 

(A)  In  buildings  with  one  to  40  employees,  at  least  two  bicycle  parking  spaces 
shall  be  provided. 

(B)  In  buildings  with  41  to  50  employees,  at  least  four  bicycle  parking  spaces 
shall  be  provided. 

(C)  In  buildings  with  51  to  100  employees,  at  least  six  bicycle  parking  spaces 
shall  be  provided. 

(D)  In  buildings  with  more  than  100  employees,  at  least  eight  bicycle  parking 
spaces  shall  be  provided.  Wherever  a  responsible  City  official  is  required  to  provide  eight  or 
more  Class  2  bicycle  parking  spaces,  at  least  50  percent  of  those  parking  spaces  shall  be 
covered. 

(3)  In  public  buildings  where  the  City  provides  a  public  service  to  members  of  the 
public  who  are  patrons  or  users  of  the  buildings,  such  as  libraries,  museums,  and  sports 
facilities,  the  responsible  City  official  shall  provide  the  number  of  bicycle  parking  spaces  as  set 
out  in  Section  155.1(c)(1)  and  (2),  except  that  the  average  patron  load  in  a  building  during 
peak  use  hours  as  determined  by  the  Director,  rather  than  the  number  of  employees,  shall 
determine  the  number  of  spaces  required.  This  Section  shall  not  apply  where  a  public  building 
has  a  "garage"  (as  such  term  is  defined  in  Section  155.2(a))  that  is  open  to  the  general  public, 
in  which  case  Section  155.2  shall  apply. 

(4)  The  Director  shall  annually  survey  the  amount,  location,  and  usage  of  provided 
bicycle  parking  spaces  in  all  buildings  subject  to  the  requirements  of  this  Section  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  current  requirements  are  adequate  to  meet  demand  for  such  parking 
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spaces.  If  current  requirements  are  inadequate,  the  Director  shall  draft  and  submit  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  proposed  legislation  that  would  remedy  the  deficiency. 

(5)   Reductions.  The  Director  may  grant  a  reduction  from  the  number  of  bicycle 
parking  spaces  required  by  this  Section  where  the  applicant  shows  based  upon  the  type  of 
patronage,  clientele,  or  employees  using  the  building  that  there  is  no  reason  to  expect  a 
sufficient  number  of  bicycle-riding  patrons,  clientele  or  employees  to  justify  the  number  of 
spaces  otherwise  required  by  the  Section. 

(d)   Layout  of  Spaces.  Class  1  and  Class  2  bicycle  parking  spaces  or  alternative 
spaces  approved  by  the  Director  shall  be  laid  out  according  to  the  following: 

(1 )  An  aisle  or  other  space  to  enter  and  leave  the  facility  shall  be  provided.  The  aisle 
shall  provide  a  width  of  five  feet  to  the  front  or  rear  of  a  standard  six-foot  bicycle  parked  in  the 
facility. 

(2)  Each  bicycle  parking  space  shall  provide  an  area  at  least  two  feet  wide  by  six  feet 
deep.  Vertical  clearance  shall  be  at  least  78  inches. 

(3)  Bicycle  parking  shall  be  at  least  as  conveniently  located  as  the  most  convenient 
nondisabled  car  parking.  Safe  and  convenient  means  of  ingress  and  egress  to  bicycle  parking 
facilities  shall  be  provided.  Safe  and  convenient  means  include,  but  are  not  limited  to 
stairways,  elevators  and  escalators. 

(4)  Bicycle  parking  and  automobile  parking  shall  be  separated  by  a  physical  barrier  or 
sufficient  distance  to  protect  parking  bicycles  from  damage.  The  number  of  required  automobile 
parking  spaces  may  be  lowered  in  buildings  where  Class  J  bicycle  parkins  is  provided.  The  number  of 
otherwise  required  automobile  parking  spaces  may  be  reduced,  commensurate  with  the  space 
necessary  to  provide  Class  I  or  Class  2  bicycle  parking  spaces,  in  on  amount  that  meets  or  exceeds  the 
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requirements  of  this  section.  This  provision  only  applies  to  the  explicit  area  used  for  Class  1  or  Class  2 

bicycle  parkins. 

(5)  Class  2  bicycle  racks  shall  be  located  in  highly  visible  areas  to  minimize  theft  and 
vandalism. 

(6)  Where  Class  2  bicycle  parking  areas  are  not  clearly  visible  to  approaching 
bicyclists,  signs  shall  indicate  the  locations  of  the  facilities. 

(7)  The  surface  of  bicycle  parking  spaces  need  not  be  paved,  but  shall  be  finished  to 
avoid  mud  and  dust. 

(8)  All  bicycle  racks  and  lockers  shall  be  securely  anchored  to  the  ground  or  building 
structure. 

(9)  Bicycle  parking  spaces  may  not  interfere  with  pedestrian  circulation, 
(e)  Lease  Provisions. 

(1 )  All  City  leases  of  buildings  that  are  subject  to  the  requirements  of  this  Section  and 
under  which  the  City  is  a  tenant  shall  specifically  provide  that  the  landlord  agrees  to  make 
space  available  in  the  building  for  the  term  of  the  lease  within  which  the  responsible  City 
official  may  install,  at  no  cost  to  the  landlord,  bicycle  parking  facilities  that  are  in  compliance 
with  this  Section. 

(2)  This  Subsection  (e)  does  not  in  any  way  limit  the  ability  of  the  Director  to  approve 
alternative  storage  locations  under  Subsection  (b){2)  or  exemptions  under  Subsection  (b)(3). 
In  the  event  that  an  exemption  is  granted  or  an  alternative  location  is  approved  allowing  the 
installation  of  bicycle  parking  facilities  on  property  that  is  not  included  (i)  in  a  building  leased 
by  the  responsible  city  official  or  (ii)  on  property  that  belongs  to  the  landlord,  Subsection  (e)(1 ) 
does  not  apply.  If  the  alternative  location  is  on  property  that  is  owned  by  the  landlord,  but  is 
not  inside  the  building  to  be  leased  by  the  responsible  city  official,  the  lease  provision  of 
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Subsection  (e)(1 )  is  required  and  shall  identify  that  property  as  the  location  of  the  bicycle 
parking  spaces. 

(f)  Enforcement.  Article  1 .5,  Section  151.1  shall  be  enforced  by  the  Zoning 
Administrator.  Upon  complaint,  the  Zoning  Administrator  shall  investigate.  If  the  Zoning 
Administrator  concludes  that  a  violation  exists,  he  or  she  shall  provide  written  notice  to  the 
responsible  City  official  offering  thirty  days  to  cure  the  violation.  The  written  notice  shall  inform 
the  responsible  City  official  of  the  grounds  for  the  Zoning  Administrator's  conclusion  that  this 
Section  has  been  violated.  The  notice  shall  afford  the  responsible  City  official  an  opportunity 
to  meet  with  the  Zoning  Administrator  to  explain  why  penalties  should  not  be  assessed.  The 
Zoning  Administrator  shall  assess  penalties  upon  the  responsible  City  official's  agency  or 
department  according  to  the  following  provisions: 

(1 )  If  the  responsible  City  official's  violation  has  not  been  cured  within  the  30  days,  a 
penalty  of  S50/day  shall  be  assessed  by  the  Zoning  Administrator,  commencing  with  the  first 
date  of  the  violation. 

(2)  All  fines  collected  for  violations  of  this  Section  shall  be  deposited  with  the 
Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  for  expenditure  by  and  for  the  Department's  Bicycle 
Program. 

(g)  Miscellaneous  Requirements. 

(1 )  The  responsible  City  official  shall  not,  and  shall  encourage  landlords  not  to, 
establish  or  enforce  any  building  policy  that  restricts  or  discourages  building  tenants, 
employees,  or  visitors  from  utilizing  their  bicycle  storage  spaces. 

(2)  In  any  building  that  contains  more  than  the  required  number  of  bicycle  parking 
spaces  as  set  forth  in  Article  1.5,  Section  155.1,  the  responsible  City  official  shall  not  remove 
such  additional  bicycle  parking  spaces  without  petitioning  the  Director.  Such  a  petition  may 
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not  be  filed  until  at  least  one  year  has  elapsed  following  the  effective  date  of  this  Section.  That 
petition  shall  dennonstrate  that  the  spaces  the  responsible  City  official  seeks  authority  to 
remove  have  not  been  necessary  to  nneet  the  demand  of  employees  and  other  building  users. 

(3)  The  responsible  City  official  shall  be  responsible  for  full  compliance  with  this 
Section.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  does  not  intend  to  impose  requirements  of  this  Section  on 
any  responsible  City  official  where  such  application  would  impair  obligations  of  contract. 

(4)  Buildings  with  existing  traditional-type  racks  which  support  only  one  wheel  shall 
have  two  years  from  the  effective  date  of  this  Section  to  replace  them  with  conforming  racks. 

(5)  In  addition  to  imposing  requirements  pursuant  to  this  Section,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  declares  it  the  official  policy  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  all 
property  owners  and  responsible  City  officials  in  control  of  buildings  housing  employees  or 
members  of  the  public  who  use  bicycles  shall  provide  bicycle  parking  spaces  and  shall 
encourage  and  facilitate  bicycle  usage. 

(h)  In  adopting  this  Section,  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  intends  that  General  Fund 
Revenues  not  be  used  to  pay  for  the  purchase  of  bicycle  storage  facilities  or  for  installation  of 
bicycle  storage  facilities,  that  private  building  owners  not  be  required  to  use  their  own  funds  to 
implement  the  requirements  of  this  Section,  and  that  the  implementation  of  this  Section  be 
funded  primarily  through  the  use  of  public  and  private  donations,  grants  and  other  available 
programmatic  funding. 

SEC.  155.4.  BICYCLE  PARKING  REQUIRED  IN  NEW  AND  RENOVATED 
COMMERCIAL  BUILDINGS 

(a)  Definitions. 

(1)  All  definitions  set  forth  in  Section  1 55.1  (a)  and  Section  155.3(a)  are  incorporated 
into  this  Section. 
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(2)  New  Commercial  Building.  A  commercial  or  industrial  building  for  which  a  building 
permit  is  issued  on  or  at  least  six  months  after  the  effective  date  of  this  Section. 

(3)  Major  Renovation.  Any  construction  or  renovation  project  (i)  for  which  a  building 
permit  is  issued  commencing  on  or  at  least  six  months  after  the  effective  date  of  this  Section 
(ii)  which  involves  an  enlargement  of  an  existing  commercial  building  and  (iii)  which  has  an 
estimated  construction  cost  of  at  least  $1,000,000.00. 

(b)  Requirements  for  New  Commercial  Buildings  and  Commercial  Buildings  with 
Major  Renovations.  New  commercial  buildings  and  commercial  buildings  with  major 
renovations,  as  a  condition  of  approval,  shall  provide  bicycle  parking  in  that  building  in 
accordance  with  this  Section.  Where  a  building  undergoes  major  renovations,  its  total  square 
footage  after  the  renovation  shall  be  used  in  calculating  how  many,  if  any,  bicycle  parking 
spaces  are  required. 

(c)  Types  of  Bicycle  Parking.  New  commercial  buildings  and  commercial  buildings 
with  major  renovations  shall  offer  either  Class  1  bicycle  parking,  as  defined  in  Section 
155.1(a)(6),  or  Class  2  bicycle  parking,  as  defined  in  Section  155.1(a)(7),  or  a  combination  of 
Class  1  and  Class  2  bicycle  parking. 

(d)  Bicycle  Parking  Spaces-Professional  Services.  For  new  commercial  buildings  and 
commercial  buildings  with  major  renovations,  including  individual  buildings  of  large,  mitltiple- 
buildins  developments,  whose  primary  use  consists  of  medical  or  other  professional  services, 
general  business  offices,  financial  services,  general  business  services,  business  and  trade 
schools,  colleges  and  universities,  research  and  development  or  manufacturing,  the  following 
schedule  of  required  bicycle  parking  applies: 

(1 )  Where  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  floor  area  exceeds  1 0,000  square  feet  but 
is  no  greater  than  20,000  feet,  3  bicycle  spaces  are  required. 
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(2)  Where  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  floor  area  exceeds  20,000  square  feet  but 
is  no  greater  than  50,000  feet,  6  bicycle  spaces  are  required. 

(3)  Where  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  floor  area  exceeds  50.000  square  feet,  12 
bicycle  spaces  are  required. 

(4)  Bicycle  Parking  Spaces-Retail.  For  new  commercial  buildings  and  commercial 
buildings  with  major  renovations  whose  primary  use  consists  of  retail,  eating  and  drinking  or 
personal  service,  the  following  schedule  of  required  bicycle  parking  applies: 

(1 )  Where  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  floor  area  exceeds  25,000  square  feet  but 
is  no  greater  than  50,000  feet,  3  bicycle  spaces  are  required. 

(2)  Where  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  floor  area  exceeds  50,000  square  feet  but 
is  no  greater  than  100,000  feet,  6  bicycle  spaces  are  required. 

(3)  Where  the  gross  square  footage  of  the  floor  area  exceeds  100,000  square  feet.  12 
bicycle  spaces  are  required. 

(f)  Notice  of  Bicycle  Parking.  New  commercial  buildings  and  commercial  buildings  with 
major  renovations  subject  to  this  Section  must  provide  adequate  signs  or  notices  to  advertise 
the  availability  of  bicycle  parking. 

(g)  Layout  of  Spaces.  Owners  of  new  commercial  buildings  and  commercial  buildings 
with  major  renovations  subject  to  this  Section  are  encouraged  to  follow  the  requirements  set 
forth  in  Section  155.1(d)  (Layout  of  Spaces)  in  installing  Class  1  and  Class  2  bicycle  parking. 
The  number  of  required  automobile  parking  spaces  may  be  lowered  in  buildings  where  Class  1  bicycle 
parkins  is  provided.  The  number  of  otherwise  required  automobile  parking  spaces  may  be  reduced, 
commensurate  with  the  space  necessary  to  provide  Class  1  or  Class  2  bicycle  parkins,  spaces,  in  an 
amount  that  meets  or  exceeds  the  requirements  of  this  section.  This  provision  only  applies  to  the 
explicit  area  used  for  Class  1  or  Class  2  bicycle  parking. 
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(h)  Owners  of  Existing  Buildings  Encouraged  to  Provide  Bicycle  Parking  Spaces.  The 
City  encourages  building  owners  whose  buildings  are  not  subject  to  this  Section  to  provide 
bicycle  parking  spaces  in  such  buildings. 

(i)  Exenription.  Where  a  new  commercial  building  or  building  with  major  renovations 
includes  residential  uses,  the  building's  total  non-residential  square  footage  shall  be  used  in 
calculating  how  many,  if  any,  bicycle  parking  spaces  are  required.  Buildins  owners  shall  be 
required  to  allow  tenants  to  bring  their  bicycles  into  huildings'^iinless  Class  1  bicycle  parkins  is 
provided. 

(j)  This  Section  shall  not  be  interpreted  to  interfere  with  the  Department  of  Planning's 
authority  to  require  more  than  the  minimum  bicycle  parking  spaces  required  by  this  Section  as 
a  condition  of  approval  of  a  project,  where  appropriate. 

(k)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Section,  commercial  shall  mean  commercial  and 
industrial. 
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shall  provide  a  copy  of  this  lis^to-membefs  of  the  public. 

SEC.  155.5.  BICYCLE  PARKING  REQUIRED  FOR  RESIDENTIAL  USES 

(a)  For  buildings  of  4  dwelling  units  or  more,  bicycle  parking  shall  be  provided  in  the 
minimum  quantities  specified  in  Table  155.5,  regardless  of  whether  off-street  car  parking  is 
available.  The  maximum  requirement  is  400  spaces.  Use  of  bicycle  parking  required  by  this 
section  shall  be  provided  at  no  cost  or  fee  to  building  occupants  and  tenants. 

(b)  Definitions.  See  Section  155.1(a). 

(c)  Layout.  If  more  than  100  spaces  is  required,  up  to  one-third  of  the  spaces  may 
require  the  bicycle  to  be  parked  in  a  vertical  position.  Large  developments  with  multiple 
buildings  are  encouraged  to  site  required  bicycle  parking  in  smaller  facilities  located  close  to 
residential  entries  for  each  building,  rather  than  in  one  large  centralized  garage  space. 
Required  bicycle  parking  spaces  shall  not  be  provided  within  dwelling  units,  balconies,  or 
required  open  space.  Bicycle  parking  must  othenA'ise  meet  the  standards  set  out  for  Class  1 
parking  as  deschbed  in  Section  155.1(d). 

half-be-er^fofced  by  the-Zontr^ 
nistfatop-sf^l!  invostigate-the-potenttal-Gode 

hall  provide  written  notice  to  the-building  owner,  offering -30 
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Table  155.5 


BICYCLE  PARKING  SPACES 


REQUIRED  FOR  RESIDENTIAL  USES 
TABLE  INSET: 


Minimum  Number  of  Bicycle 
Parking  Spaces  Required 


Dwelling  units  in  all  Districts 


For  projects  up  to  50  dwelling  units,  one  Class  1 
space  for  every  2  dwelling  units. 


For  projects  over  50  dwelling  units,  25  Class  1 
spaces  plus  one  Class  1  space  for  every  4 
dwelling  units  over  50. 


Group  housing  in  all  Districts 


One  Class  1  space  for  every  3  bedrooms. 


Dwelling  units  dedicated  to 


None  required 
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senior  citizens  or  physically 
disabled  persons 


Section  3.  Actions  conditioned  upon  Superior  Court  authorization.  The  Board  of  Supen/isors 
hereby  orders  that  all  actions  set  forth  in  this  Ordinance  are  held  in  abeyance  unless  and  until 
the  California  Superior  Court  grants  appropriate  authorization  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  to  proceed  with  one  or  more  of  the  actions  contemplated  herein. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


By: 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails 


Ciiy  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number:        0'H)So7  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Sections  155,  155.1,  155.4,  and 
155.5  in  connection  with  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan,  and  making  various  findings,  including  environmental 
findings  and  findings  of  consistency  v^^ith  the  General  Plan  and  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code 
Section  101.1. 


August  4,  2009  Board  of  Supei-visors  —  AMENDED,  AN  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
BEARING  SAME  TITLE 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chin,  Cliu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  4,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 

Ayes:  1  1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


August  1 1 ,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


File  No.  090867  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregointj  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  FASSKD  on  August  11,  2tJ0'< 
by  the  Hoard  of  Supervisors  of  the  (  ilv  and 
County  of  San 


Angela  CllvilK) 
Clerk  oiill  1/ard 


Il2- 


Date  Approved 


in  Ne\\  .soi7i 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 
in  Board 

FILE  NO.    090868  8/4/09  ORDINANCE  NO 


[Bicycle  Plan  adoption  and  related  General  Plan  amendments.] 

Ordinance  adopting  the  2009  San  Francisco  Bicycle  Transportation  Plan;  rescinding 

Ordinance  No.  0109-05  in  its  entirety;  amending  the  San  Francisco  General  Plan  in 

connection  with  the  San  Francisco  Bicycle  Plan;  adopting  environmental  findings  and 

findings  that  the  General  Plan  amendment  is  consistent  with  the  General  Plan  and  eight 

priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1;  and  authorizing  official  acts  in 

connection  thereto. 

NOTE:  Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  s^^kc-throHg-lMialics  Tim-e-s~t4ew-Re»Hm. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  doyble-undeilined: 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfiket-hf ough-normai . 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  General  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  hereby  finds  and  determines  that: 

(a)  In  June  2005,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Planning  Commission,  and  San  Francisco 
Municipal  Transportation  Agency  took  various  actions  related  to  the  Bicycle  Plan:  A  Policy 
Framework  ("2005  Bicycle  Plan").  Those  actions  were  successfully  challenged  in  California 
Superior  Court  Case  No.  505509  on  environmental  grounds  and  the  Superior  Court  issued  an 
injunction  prohibiting  the  City  from  undertaking  a  variety  of  actions  related  to  the  2005  Bicycle 
Plan  and  bicycle  facilities  and  directed  the  City  to  perform  adequate  environmental  analysis 
on  the  2005  Bicycle  Plan  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  California  Public  Resources 
Code  Sections  21000  et  seq.  ("CEQA"). 

(b)  On  February  3,  2005,  the  Planning  Commission  conducted  a  duly  noticed  public 

hearing  on  the  proposed  amendments  to  the  General  Plan  in  relation  to  the  2005  Bicycle 

Plan.  Following  such  hearing,  the  Planning  Commission,  by  Resolution  No.  16942  and 
GOvchNfViENT 
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Motion  No.  16943  found  such  amendments  to  the  General  Plan  to  be  consistent  with  the 
Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  and  with  the  General  Plan  as  it  was  proposed 
for  amendment,  approved  such  General  Plan  amendments,  and  recommended  such 
amendments  for  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  Such  resolution  and  motion  are  on  file 
with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No.  050349. 

(c)  On  June  25,  2009,  in  Resolution  No.     ^^^^^  ,  the  Planning  Commission 

rescinded  Resolution  No.  16942  and  Motion  No.  16943. 

Section  2.  Environmental  Findings.  In  accordance  with  the  actions  contemplated 
herein,  this  Board  adopts  as  its  own  the  findings  of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  and  the  Planning  Commission,  including  a  statement  of  overriding 
benefits  and  a  mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program,  pursuant  to  CEQA.  Said  findings 
are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.   090868       and  are 
incorporated  by  reference  herein. 

Section  3.  General  Plan  Findings. 

(a)  City  Charter  Section  4.105  requires  that  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission 
(the  "Planning  Commission")  consider  any  proposed  amendments  to  the  City's  General  Plan 
and  make  a  recommendation  for  approval  or  rejection  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  before  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  acts  on  the  proposed  amendments. 

(b)  The  2009  San  Francisco  Bicycle  Plan  ("2009  Bicycle  Plan")  proposes  text 
amendments  and  map  amendments  to  the  Transportation  Element  and  Downtown  Plan  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  General  Plan.  The  General  Plan  text  amendments  and 
description  of  the  General  Plan  map  amendments  are  contained  in  this  Ordinance.  The 
General  Plan  maps  proposed  for  amendment  are  attached  to  this  Ordinance  and  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.  Copies  of  said  maps  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  in  File  No.    09O868  and  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 
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(c)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this  Ordinance  is  in  conformity  with  the  Priority 
Policies  of  Section  101.1  of  the  Planning  Code  and,  on  balance,  consistent  with  the  General 
Plan  as  it  is  proposed  for  amendment  herein,  and  hereby  adopts  the  findings  set  forth  in 

Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.    ^'^^^^  and  incorporates  such  findings  by 

reference  as  if  fully  set  forth  herein. 

(d)  This  Board  of  Supervisors,  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  340.  finds  that  this 
ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience,  and  welfare  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 
Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.    17915  . 

Section  4.  Findings  concerning  the  2009  Bicycle  Transportation  Plan.  The  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  hereby  further  finds  and  determines  that: 

(a)  California  Streets  and  Highways  Code  Sections  890  et  seq.  is  known  as  the 
California  Bicycle  Transportation  Act  (the  "Bicycle  Transportation  Act").  Section  891 .2  of 
Bicycle  Transportation  Act  provides  for  the  preparation  or  update  of  a  bicycle  transportation 
plan  by  a  city  or  county  in  accordance  with  certain  criteria. 

(b)  Section  891 .4  of  the  Bicycle  Transportation  Act  establishes  a  process  for  a  city  or 
county  to  obtain  funding  from  the  State  Bicycle  Transportation  Account  for  complying  bicycle 
transportation  plans.  In  order  to  be  eligible  to  apply  for  such  funds  and  many  other  funds  and 
grants,  cities  and  counties  must  have  an  approved  bicycle  plan  or  certify  that  an  existing  plan 
has  been  updated. 

(c)  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency  (f\/1TA)  prepared  the  2009 
Bicycle  Plan  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  abovementioned  Bicycle 
Transportation  Act.  The  2009  Bicycle  Plan  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No. 

Q^QQ^S  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein. 

(d)  On  June  26,  2009,  at  a  duly  noticed  public  hearing,  the  MTA  Board  of  Directors 
adopted  Resolution  No.     09-1Q6  ,  which,  among  other  actions,  approved  the  2009 
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Bicycle  Plan  and  recommend  approval  to  this  Board  of  Supervisors.  Said  Resolution  is  on  file 

with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No.  090868  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference 

as  though  fully  set  forth  heroin. 

Section  5.  Rescission  of  Board  of  Supervisors  Ordinance  No.  0109-05.  The  Board  of 
Supervisors  hereby  rescinds  in  its  entirety  Ordinance  No.  0109-05,  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  File  No.  050349. 

Section  6.  Amendments  to  the  General  Plan.  Sections,  objectives,  policies,  and  maps 
of  the  Transportation  Element  of  the  San  Francisco  General  Plan  are  hereby  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

TRANSPORTATION  ELEMENT 

HISTORY  OF  TRANSPORTATION  IN  SAN  FRANCISCO 

The  Freeway  Revolt  and  "Transit  First"  (1960-1989) 

City  residents  and  politicians  protested  the  proposed  1948  Trafficways  Plan,  fearing 
that  it  would  destroy  the  city's  livability  and  character.  This  response,  known  as  the  "Freeway 
Revolt",  led  to  the  deletion  of  the  Western,  Park  Presidio  and  Crosstown  freeways  and,  in 
1959,  the  suspension  in  mid-construction  of  both  the  Embarcadero  and  Central  Freeways. 
The  ugliness  and  intrusiveness  of  these  freeways,  and  the  increased  automobile  traffic  they 
attracted,  encouraged  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  further  reject  new  alternatives  in  1966  for 
cross-town  freeway  connections,  permitting  only  the  construction  of  the  Southern  Freeway 
(1-280). 

Instead  of  relying  on  freeways  to  meet  its  transportation  needs,  the  city  sought  to  place 
greater  emphasis  on  mass  transportation.  In  1973,  the  San  Francisco  City  Planning 
Commission  and  Board  of  Supen^/isors  adopted  the  "Transit  First  Policy",  giving  top  priority  to 
public  transit  investments  as  the  centerpiece  of  the  city's  transportation  policy  and  adopting 
street  capacity  and  parking  policies  to  discourage  increases  in  automobile  traffic.  This  policy 
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encourages  multi-modalism,  including  the  use  of  transit  and  other  transportation  choices,  including 
bicyclins  and  walking,  rather  than  the  continued  use  of  the  single-occupant  vehicle. 

Regional  and  local  mass  transit  diversified  and  expanded  during  the  1970's  and 
1980's.  Proposed  in  1957,  the  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit  System  (BART)  began  East  Bay  and 
West  Bay  sen/ice  in  1972-3,  and  transbay  sen/ice  in  1974.  Commuter  ferry  service  was 
reinstated  between  Marin  County  and  San  Francisco  in  1970.  The  Golden  Gate  Bridge 
Highway  and  Transit  District  and  SamTrans  took  over  and  expanded  the  Greyhound 
commuter  bus  operations  in  the  North  Bay  (1972)  and  on  the  Peninsula  (1974).  respectively. 
In  1980,  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  took  over  the  Southern  Pacific  commuter 
rail  service  on  the  Peninsula  (and  renamed  it  CalTrain),  and  in  1992  the  operation  of  CalTrain 
was  assumed  by  a  Joint  Powers  Board  representing  San  Francisco,  San  Mateo  and  Santa 
Clara  Counties.  The  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  (Muni)  upgraded  its  surface  streetcar 
operation  to  a  surface  and  subway  light-rail  network  in  1979.  By  the  time  of  the  1989  Loma 
Prieta  Earthquake,  public  transportation  in  San  Francisco  was  a  diverse,  though  not 
seamlessly  coordinated,  system  of  regional  and  local  bus  senyice,  electric  trolley  buses, 
ferries,  commuter  trains,  heavy  and  light  rail  transit,  and  cable  cars.  After  decades  of  poor 
coordination  and  large  service  gaps  between  different  transit  systems,  great  strides  were 
made  in  linking  and  facilitating  transfers  between  local  and  regional  transit  services.  Muni  and 
BART  introduced  the  "Fast  Pass"  allowing  unlimited  trips  and  free  transfers  betv/een  the  tv;o 
systems  for  trips  made  in  San  Francisco  during  one  month.  Plans  were  drawn  for  the  Muni 
Metro  extension  to  Mission  Bay,  connecting  CalTrain  to  Muni  Metro  and  BART,  and  for  the  F- 
line  connection  between  BART/Muni  Metro,  Upper  Market,  the  Northern  Waterfront,  the 
Transbay  Terminal  and  the  Ferry  Building. 

Nevertheless,  decentralization  of  the  Bay  Area  continued,  making  it  difficult  for  mass 
transit  to  meet  the  needs  of  residents  and  commuters  traveling  to  the  outlying,  suburban  parts 
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of  the  region.  Manufacturing  continued  to  diminish  in  importance  as  a  sector  of  San 
Francisco's  economy,  which  was  becoming  more  dominated  by  such  office  sectors  as 
finance,  administration  and  service.  Much  of  the  growth  in  the  industrial  and  manufacturing 
sectors  of  the  Bay  Areas  economy  occurred  in  the  East  and  South  Bay.  The  Port  of  Oakland, 
already  at  an  advantage  because  of  its  proximity  to  multiple  railheads  and  servers,  assumed  a 
greater  share  of  the  Bay  Area's  waterfront  traffic  after  it  had  adapted  to  cargo  containerization, 
and  the  Port  of  San  Francisco's  Belt  Line  Railroad  became  obsolete  and  was  eventually 
dismantled." 

GENERAL 

POLICY  1 .6:  Ensure  choices  among  modes  of  travel  and  accommodate  each  mode 
when  and  where  it  is  most  approphate. 

San  Francisco  and  the  Bay  Area  have  various  means  of  travel:  automobile,  bus, 
streetcar,  walking,  taxi,  cable  car,  fsrry,  railroad,  BART  and  bicycling.   Flying  is  occasionally 
used  as  a  means  of  intra-regional  travel.  Each  mode  of  travel  has  special  advantages  or 
disadvantages  for  certain  types  of  trips  and  for  certain  origins  and  destinations.  The  least 
costly  or  most  convenient  means  to  satisfy  travel  demand  is  not  necessanly  the  best 
investment  in  the  context  of  comprehensive  planning:  cost  or  convenience  must  usually  be 
balanced  against  effects  on  the  environment  and  impact  on  land  use  and  development 
patterns.  However,  it  should  be  remembered  that  some  modes  such  as  walking  and  bicvclim  can  be 
utilized  on  many  streets  with  minimal  environmental  and  land  use  impact. 

The  following  conditions  listed  under  each  mode  choice  are  not  mutually  exclusive,  and 
may  apply  to  more  than  one  travel  mode,  especially  when  the  modes  are  compatible  with 
each  other: 

Mass  transit  should  be  given  priority  for  the  following  kinds  of  trips  and/or  in  the 
described  areas: 
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□  For  work  trips  generally  within  and  to  San  Francisco,  and  to  other  densely 
developed  parts  of  the  region,  especially  to  all  major  employment  centers. 

□  For  intercity  trips  between  core  areas  of  major  cities  and  for  travel  to  core  areas 
in  general. 

□  For  trips  occurring  generally  during  periods  of  high  travel  demands. 

□  Where  demand  for  travel  between  any  two  or  more  relatively  compact  or 
densely  developed  areas  is  high. 

□  In  areas  and  around  institutions  where  large  numbers  of  people  with  limited 
means  or  low  automobile  ownership  reside  or  arrive  at  a  destination. 

□  Where  travel  demand  exceeds  the  capacity  of  an  area  to  absorb  more  vehicular 
traffic  without  substantial  environmental  damage  or  where  further  capacity  for  automobile 
movement  or  storage  is  very  costly. 

□  Where  required  or  useful  to  stimulate  development. 

□  For  trips  to  major  recreation  areas  and  to  sports,  cultural  and  other  heavily 
attended  events. 

□  For  trips  to  neighborhood  commercial  districts,  especially  those  that  do  not 
contain  many  automobile-oriented  uses. 

Automobiles  should  be  accommodated  for  making  the  following  kinds  of  trips  and/or  in 
the  described  areas: 

□  For  trips  occurring  when  and  where  transit  is  not  well-suited  for  the  purpose, 
such  as  shopping  for  oversized  or  bulk  items  (as  an  alternative,  retail  delivery  services  should 

be  encouraged.) 

□  For  intra-regional  trips  outside  the  major  cities  and  for  intercity  trips  between 
non-core  areas  of  the  major  cities. 
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□  Where  business  travel  requires  the  use  of  an  automobile  for  short-term  and 
intermittent  trips. 

On  streets  having  the  capacity  to  absorb  additional  vehicular  traffic  as  an 
alternative  to  freeway  construction  without  substantial  environmental  damage  or  conflict  with 
land  uses. 

Walking  should  be  given  priority  for  the  following  kinds  of  trips  and/or  in  the  specified 

areas: 

"        In  parks,  on  trails  and  in  other  recreational  areas,  and  where  the  enjoyment  of 
slow  movement  and  the  preservation  of  the  natural  environment  would  be  severely 
compromised  by  automobile  traffic. 

□  For  work  trips  generally  within  San  Francisco,  especially  the  downtown  area. 

n  Where  concentration  of  activity  is  high,  particularly  where  streets  are  narrow  and 
the  intervening  distances  are  short,  that  more  convenient  access  among  interrelated  activities 
may  be  achieved  by  walking  or  limited  distance  people-movers  than  by  other  modes. 

:       In  areas  and  around  institutions  where  large  numbers  of  people  with  limited 
means  or  low  automobile  ownership  reside  or  arrive  as  a  destination. 

□  Where  travel  demand  exceeds  the  capacity  of  an  area  to  absorb  more  vehicular 
traffic  without  substantial  environmental  damage  or  where  further  capacity  for  automobile 
movement  or  storage  is  very  costly. 

□  In  neighborhood  commercial  districts,  and  where  cultural  and  recreational 
facilities  are  clustered. 

□  Surrounding  transit  centers  and  along  transit  preferential  streets,  where  the 
facilitation  of  pedesthan  traffic  is  necessary  to  successful  and  safe  transit  operation. 

Bicycling  should  be  given  priority  for  the  following  kinds  of  trips  and/or  in  the  specified 

areas: 
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□  In  parks,  on  trails,  on  roads  of  particular  .scenic  heaniv,  and  in  other  recreational 
areas,  and  where  the  enjoyment  of  slow  movement  and  the  preservation  of  the  natural 

environment  would  be  severely  compromised  by  automobile  traffic. 

□  For  work  trips  generally  within  San  Francisco,  especially  the  dov;ntown  and  other 
dense  area^,  where  automobile  parking  is  scarce. 

□  Where  concentration  of  activity  is  high,  particularly  where  streets  are  narrow  and 
the  intervening  distances  are  short,  that  more  convenient  access  among  interrelated  activities 
may  be  achieved  by  bicycling. 

□  //;  areas  and  aromid  institutions  where  Where  large  numbers  of  people  with  limited 
means  or  low  automobile  ownership  reside  or  arrive  as  a  destination. 

□  li'licrc  travel  demand  exceeds  the  capacity  of  an  area  to  absorb  more  vehicular  ira/fie 
without  substantial  environmental  damage  or  where  further  capacity  for  automobile  movement  or 
storage  is  veiy  costly. 

□  In  neighborhood  commercial  districts,  and  where  cultural  and  recreational  facilities  are 

clustered. 

□  For  trips  to  sports,  cultural  and  other  heavily  attended  events. 

□  As  a  connector  to  and  from  transit,  especially  regional  transit. 

□  Along  the  alignment  of  the  regional  Bay  Trail  network  linking  shoreline  recreational 

destinations. 

Taxis,  water  taxis,  paratransit  services  and  shuttles  should  be  accommodated  for  the 
following  kinds  of  trips  and/or  in  the  specified  areas: 

□  Where  there  are  concentrations  of  off-peak,  nighttime  commercial,  recreational 
and  cultural  activity,  particularly  where  that  activity  attracts  a  large  proportion  of  tounsts  and  is 
within  a  5-minute  taxi  ride  from  Downtown. 
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□  Shopping  trips  where  the  volume  of  purchased  goods  would  make  the  use  of 
public  transit  inconvenient  or  difficult. 

:  J       In  residential  areas,  or  near  facilities  and  institutions  where  the  facilitation  of 
door-to-door  trips  is  an  absolute  priority. 

□  Adjacent  to  regional  transit  connection  points. 

□  Where  the  mode,  such  as  a  water  taxi,  affords  a  trip  of  special  scenic  quality. 
Freight  carriers  and  delivery  vehicles  should  be  accommodated  for  making  the 

following  kinds  of  trips  and/or  in  the  described  areas: 

u       Where  there  are  concentrations  of  industrial  and  manufacturing  facilities  that 
depend  on  the  processing,  delivery  and/or  shipment  of  large  quantities  of  goods  and  freight. 

□  For  the  bulk  movement  of  refuse  and  other  materials  which  would  become  a 
nuisance  and  health  hazard  if  stored  or  accumulated  on  site. 

□  For  the  loading  and  unloading  of  goods  and  freight  at  retail  and  commercial 
establishments. 

G  At  the  transfer  points  where  bulk  equipment,  goods  and  freight  exchange  modes 
of  travel,  such  as  where  land  and  water  freight  traffic  interface. 

□  Along  rail  or  truck  routes  specifically  needed  to  accommodate  the  movement, 
both  local  and  inter-regional,  of  the  activities  described  above. 

In  areas  suited  for  the  storage  of  bulk  equipment,  goods  and  freight. 
REGIONAL 

POLICY  3.1:  The  existing  capacity  of  the  bridges,  highways  and  freeways  entering  the 
city  should  not  be  increased  for  single-occupant  vehicles,  and  should  be  reduced  where 
possible.  Changes,  retrofits,  or  replacements  to  existing,  bridges  and  hivhwavs  should  include 
dedicated  priority  for  high-occupancv  vehicles  and  transit,  and  all  bridees,  where  feasible,  should 
feature  access  for  bicyclists  and  pedestrians. 
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Much  of  the  existing  street  infrastructure  and  parking  facilities  within  San  Francisco  are 
at  capacity  and  cannot  accommodate  significant  increases  in  automobile  traffic.  Managing  the 
future  transportation  demand  requires  a  balancing  of  travel  modes,  including  a  greater 
emphasis  on  public  transit,  ride-sharing,  and  other  alternatives  to  single-occupancy  vehicles 
Congestion  pricing  on  key  freev/ays  and  bridges  should  be  implemented  to  help  achieve  this 
end. 

POLICY  4.6:  Facilitate  transfers  between  different  transit  modes  and  services  by 
establishing  simplified  and  coordinated  fares  and  schedules,  timN}y  employing  design  and 
technology  features  to  make  transferring  more  convenient,  cnni  increasing  accommodaiion  of 
bicycles  on  transit. 

Examples  include  providing  links  between  transit  platforms  so  that  connections  can  be 
made  directly,  with  a  minimum  of  walking  and  entry/exit  of  fare  areas.  Monitors  that  announce 
arrivals,  departures  and  the  progress  of  transit  vehicles  and  orientation  maps  should  be 
installed  to  ease  the  uncertainty  and  anxiety  of  waiting  passengers. 

Expanded  peak-hour  bicycle  capacity  and  reduced  peak-hour  bicvcle  time  restrictions  w  ould 
encourage  bicycling  to  and  from  transit  at  one  or  both  ends  of  the  transit  trip  -  an  attractive  choice  to 
driving  alone.  This  extends  the  range  and  convenience  of  both  the  transit  and  the  bicvcle  modes. 

POLICY  6.1 :  Designate  expeditious  routes  for  freight  trucks  between  industrial  and 
commercial  areas  and  the  regional  and  state  freeway  system  to  minimize  conflicts  with 
automobile  traffic  and  bicycles  and  incompatibility  with  other  land  uses. 

It  is  yen'  important  to  coordinate  truck  route  and  Bicycle  Route  Network  planning.  Trucks  and 
bicycles  should  be  routed  to  separate  streets  where  possible.  Trucks '  greater  width  and  length, 
obstructed  rear  sight  lines,  large  turning  radius,  and  the  tendency  for  rear  wheels  to  follow  a  smaller 
circle  than  front  wheels  all  present  special  concerns  to  cvclists. 
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OBJECTIVE  8:  MAINTAIN  AND  ENHANCE  REGIONAL  PEDESTRIAN^iA©,  HIKING, 
A^'D  BICYCLE  ACCESS  TO  THE  COAST.  BAY  AND  RIDGE  TRAILS. 

In  addition  to  pedestrian  continuity  along  all  of  these  trails,  continuous  bicycle  access  should  be 
facilitated  along  the  Bay.  Ridge,  and  Coast  Trails,  which  are  important  regional  recreational  and 
touristic  facilities. 

POLICY  8.2:  Clearly  identify  the  citywide  Pedestrian  and  Bicycle  Network^  where  k  they 
intersect  with  the  Coast,  Bay  and  Ridge  Trails. 

POLICY  9.1:  AUew-Accommodate  bicycles  on  regional  transit  vehieies  facilities  and 
important  regional  transportation  links,  SUCh  as  trains  and  ferries  the  City 's  light  rail  yehicles, 
wherever  and  whenever  practical/v/gfl.y/^/e. 

Many  commuters  to  San  Francisco  work  outside  of  downtown  and  driye  alone,  contributing  to 
peak  hour  congestion.  If  regional  transit  expanded  peak-hour  bicycle  capacity  and  reduced  peak  hour 
bicycle  time  restrictions,  these  commuters  could  bicycle  to  and  from  transit  at  one  or  both  end  of  their 
transit  trip  -  an  attractive  choice  to  driving  alone.  This  would  also  reduce  parking  demand  at  BART 
and  Caltrain  stations,  ferry  terminals,  and  park-and-ride  lots. 

CONGESTION  MANAGEMENT 

POLICY  14.1:  Reduce  road  congestion  on  arterials  through  the  implementation  of 
traffic  control  strategies,  such  as  traffic  signal-//^  synchronization  (consistent  with  posted  speed 
limits)  and  turn  controls,  that  improve  vehicular  flow  without  impeding  movement  for 
pedestrians  and  bicyclists. 

77;g  roadway  space  needed  by  bicyclists  varies  between  four  and  six  feet  depending  on  the 
presence  of  parked  cars.  The  needs  of  bicyclists  should  be  considered  wherever  lane  widths,  especially 
curb  lanes,  are  proposed  to  be  changed.  Multiple  turn  lanes,  designed  to  reduce  congestion  for  autos, 
can  be  confusing  and  difficult  to  negotiate  for  cyclists  and  pedestrians,  and  should  not  be  used  if 
feasible. 
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POLICY  14.4:  Reduce  congestion  by  encouraging  alternatives  to  the  single  occupant 
auto  through  the  reservation  of  right-of-way  and  enhancenaent  of  other  facilities  dedicated  to 
multiple  modes  of  transportation. 

Creating  necessary  and  appropriate  facilities  for  transit,  bicycles,  carpools,  pedestrians,  and 
other  tnodes  often  requires  eliminating  general  traffic  lanes  and  reducing  capacity  for  single  occupant 
autos.  This  trade-off  is  often  necessary  to  create  attractive  and  efficient  facilities  to  ensure  safety, 
reduce  congestion,  improve  neighborhood  livabilitv,  and  accommodate  growth  consistent  with  the 
Transit  First  policy. 

VEHICLE  CIRCULATION 

POLICY  1 8.2:  Design  streets  for  a  level  of  traffic  that  serves,  but  will  not  cause  a 
detrimental  impact  on  adjacent  land  uses  nor  eliminate  the  efficient  and  safe  movement  of  transit 

vehicles  and  bicycles. 

The  need  for  traffic  carriers  must  be  balanced  against  the  adverse  effects  of  heavy 
traffic  on  the  use  of  adjacent  land  and  the  quality  of  the  environment.  The  needs  of  residents 
for  peace  and  quiet,  safety  from  harm,  and  useful  open  space  must  be  given  consideration. 
Each  area  and  each  street  of  the  city  have  different  characteristics  which  determine  the  level 
of  traffic  which  can  be  absorbed  without  serious  adverse  impacts.  The  following  factors  should 
be  the  basis  for  a  judgment  on  the  acceptable  levels  of  traffic  on  a  specific  street: 

The  predominance  of  land  uses  fronting  the  street; 

The  distance  between  the  curb  and  building  line  established  by  sidewalk  width  or 
setback; 

The  presence  or  absence  of  buffering  between  street  and  building  in  the  form  of 
landscaping,  change  in  elevation,  or  similar  condition; 
The  level  of  pedestrian  and  bicycle  traffic; 
The  proportion  of  the  street  which  is  residential  in  land  use; 
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Whether  residences  face  the  street; 

The  presence  of  hospitals,  schools,  parks,  or  similar  facilities  on  or  near  the  street. 

The  widening  of  streets  at  the  expense  of  sidewalks  or  of  setbacks  should  not  occur 
where  space  is  necessary  for  pedestrian  movement,  buffering  from  noise,  useful  open  space 
and  landscaping.  This  is  especially  true  in  densely  populated  neighborhoods  with  little  public 
or  private  open  space.  No  additional  sidewalk  narrowings,  tow-away  zones  and  one-way 
streets  should  bo  instituted  in  a  residential  neighborhood  if  it  would  compromise  the  safety 
and  comfort  of  the  pedestrian  resident.  Existing  tow  :^away  lanes  should  be  phased  out  if  they 
present  a  hazard  to  pedestrian  safety.  In  addition,  widening  of  streets  should  not  occur  at  the 
expense  of  bicycle  travel.  The  roadway  space  needed  by  bicyclists,  whether  between  the  line 
of  traffic  and  the  curb  or  the  line  of  on-street  parking,  varies  between  four  and  six  feet.  The 
needs  of  bicyclists  must  be  considered  wherever  the  curb  lane  is  proposed  to  be  narrowed. 
Street  restripings  and  widenings  may  be  appropriate  in  industrial  areas  where  access  for 
oversize  freight  vehicles  is  important,  but  these  projects  should  not  reduce  or  eliminate  the 
efficient  movement  of  transit  vehicles  and  bicycles. 

POLICY  18.3:  The  existing  single-occupant  vehicular  capacity  of  the  bridges, 
highways  and  freeways  entering  the  city  should  not  be  increased  and  should  be  reduced  if 
needed  to  increase  the  capacity  for  high-occupancy  vehicles,  transit  and  other  alternative 
means  of  commuting,  and  for  the  safe  and  efficient  movement  of  freight  trucks.  Changes, 
retrofits,  or  replacements  to  existing  bridges  and  highways  should  include  dedicated  prioriiy  for  his.h- 
occuponcy  vehicles  and  transit,  and  all  bridges,  where  feasible,  should  feature  access  for  bicyclists  and 
pedestrians. 

It  is  recognized  that  provision  for  further  vehicular  access  into  the  city  would  conflict 
with  the  environmental  objectives  of  the  city,  overload  the  city  street  system,  and  jeopardize 
the  city's  commitment  to  mass  transit.  This  policy  allows  for  the  introduction  of  exclusive 
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transit,  bike  and  carpool/vanpool  lanes  on  bridges,  highways  and  freeways  where  these  lanes 
are  compatible  with  the  overall  transportation  system's  needs. 

POLICY  19.2:  Promote  increased  traffic  safety,  with  special  attention  to  hazards  that 
could  cause  personal  injury. 

Various  measures  can  be  taken  to  reduce  accidents  collisions,  especially  those  involving 
serious  personal  injury.  Particular  attention  needs  to  be  siven  to  improving  bicyclists '  safety  since 
conditions  that  may  be  inconsequential  to  automobiles  can  be  disruptive,  disablin<iz.  or  even  life 
threatening  to  bicyclists,  and  are  the  cause  of  many  bicyclist  collisions.  In  some  cases  redesign  of 
the  roadway  and  of  intersections  to  reduce  conflicts  between  vehicles,  bicyclists  and 
pedestrians  is  required;  in  others  all  that  is  necessary  is  to  improve  clarity  of  signs  and  of 
routing  so  that  there  is  less  driver  uncertainty  and  hesitation. 

MASS  TRANSIT 

POLICY  21 .7:  Make  convenient  transfers  between  transit  lines,  systems  and  modes 
possible  by  establishing  common  or  closely  located  terminals  for  local  and  regional  transit 
sy ste m s-mfd,  by  coordinating  fares  and  schedules,  and  by  providing  bicycle  access  and  secure  bicycle 
parking. 

POLICY  21 .9:   Improve  pedestrian  and  bicycle  access  to  transit  facilities. 

Pedestrian  access  to  and  from  major  destinations  and  the  serving  transit  facility  should 
be  direct  and  uncomplicated.  Bicyclists  should  be  accommodated  on  regional  and  trunkline 
transit  vehicles  -  includins  lisht  rail  vehicles  -  wherever  feasible,  and  at  stations  through  the 
provision  of  storage  lockers  and/or  secured  bicycle  parking. 

BICYCLES 

MAP  13  (Bicycle  Route  Map)  shall  be  amended  to  reflect  the  bicycle  network  as 
proposed  in  the  Bicycle  Plan  and  introductory  text  shall  be  amended  as  follows: 
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The  bicycle  is  a  desirable  alternative  to  the  automobile  as  a  means  of  urban 
transportation  in  San  Francisco.  It  can  successfully  be  used  for  most  transportation  needs, 
including  commuting,  shopping,  errands,  and  recreation.  Active  encouragement  of  bicycle  use 
as  an  alternative  to  automobile  use,  whenever  possible,  is  essential  in  light  of  the  continually 
increasing  traffic  congestion  caused  by  motorized  vehicles  which  aggravates  air  pollution, 
increases  noise  levels  and  consumes  valuable  urban  space.  The  bicycle  is  a  practical  and 
economical  transportation  alternative  which  produces  no  emissions  or  noise.  In  addition,  each 
bicycle  user  enjoys  health  benefits  through  increased  physical  activity. 

To  enable  a  large  number  of  San  Franciscans  to  use  the  bicycle  as  a  transportation 
option,  several  significant  needs  must  be  met.  The  needs  include,  among  others,  safe  and 
comfortable  space  on  the  roadway  for  bicyclists,  a  system  of  identifiable  bicycle  routes  that 
will  direct  bicyclists  to  major  destinations,  safe  and  secure  bicycle  parking,  enforcement  of  laws 
protecting  and  re^datinz  cyclists'  rishts.  safety,  and  responsibilities,  and  education  of  both  the 
bicyclists  and  motorists  about  the  safe  sharing  of  the  roadways. 

OBJECTIVE  27:  ENSURE  THAT  BICYCLES  CAN  BE  USED  SAFELY  AND 
CONVENIENTLY  AS  A  PRIMARY  MEANS  OF  TRANSPORTATION,  AS  WELL  AS  FOR 
RECREATIONAL  PURPOSES. 

Refer  to  the  2009  San  Francisco  Bicycle  Plan  as  a  snide  for  achieving  this  objective. 

POLICY  27.1 :  Expand  and  improve  access  for  bicycles  on  city  streets  and  develop  a 
well-marked,  comprehensive  system  of  bike  routes  in  San  Francisco. 

It  is  essential  that  the  city  have  a  Bicycle  Route  Network  which  provide  safe  and 
reliable  through  travel  to  all  areas  of  the  city.  The  Bicycle  Route  Network  will  necessarily  be 
mostly  on  city  streets,  will  provide  space  for  the  bicyclist,  and  may  or  may  not  have  bicycle 
lanes  or  other  markings  that  separate  the  bicyclist's  space  from  the  automobile  driver's  space. 
Bicycle  routes  should  be  clearly  identified,  with  signage,  for  motorists,  bicyclists,  and 
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pedestrianSr-gW.  They  should  conform  to  the  met^e-tHg^t^m  standards  of  the  most  recent 
California  Highway  Design  Manual  and  the  American  Association  of  State  Highway  and 
Transportation  Officials  (AASHTO)  in  its  'Guide  for  Development  of  Bicycle  Facilities.'  wkteh 
has  been  adopted  by  the  Federal  Highway  Administralion  as  its  (hsigft-^fknuianlr-  whichever  is  more 
rigorous.  Use  of  these  guides  will  provide  maximum  opportunity  to  qualify  for  state  and 
federal  funding  and  will  assist  in  avoiding  city  liability  based  upon  design.  Advisory  and 
permissive  guidelines  should  be  observed  whenever  possible. 

The  Bicycle  Route  Network  should  provide  efficient  access  from  all  neighborhoods  to 
the  many  popular  business,  cultural,  entertainment,  and  educational  destinations  in  the  city, 
and  between  those  destinations.  Special  attention  should  be  paid  to  commuters  to  the 
downtown  areas,  emd  connections  to  the  regional  bicycle  network,  and  the  idemificaiion  of 
recommended  routes  to  school  for  students.  Nevertheless,  bicycle  access  must  be  provided,  and 
enhanced  if  necessary,  whether  or  not  the  streets  are  designated  as  'bicycle  routes.'  to  enable 
all  residents  and  visitors  to  use  bicycles  as  a  viable  means  of  transportation. 

Where  possible,  opportunities  should  be  taken  to  develop  bicycle-priority  corridors, 
such  as  veloways  (bicycle-only  facilities),  bicycle  boulevards  and  any  other  innovative 
solutions  to  improve  bicycle  transportation  space  within  the  city. 

POLICY  27.2:  Develop  a  rational  classification  system  of  bicycle  preferential  streets. 

The  bicycle  preferential  streets  system  should  consider  the  multi-modal  functions  of  the 
street,  the  topography,  and  the  existing  and  potential  volume  of  bicycle  traffic  on  the  street. 
Streets  and  pathways  in  the  bike  route  system  that  are  relatively  level,  do  not  have  conflicts 
with  high  volumes  of  pedestrian  traffic,  and  do  not  have  the  primary  functions  of  freight  routes, 
major  arterials  and  primary  transit  streets  should  be  designed  and  treated  to  prioritize  the 
movement  of  bicycles.  Other  streets  and  paths  on  the  bike  route  system  should  be  designed 
and  treated  to  balance  the  other  modes  of  transportation  with  the  movement  of  bicycles. 
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As  with  transit  preferential  streets,  general  traffic  should  be  routed  away  from  the  bicycle 
preferential  streets  system  wherever  possible,  except  when  they  are  arterial  streets.  Note  that  some 
bicycle  preferential  streets  may  have  to  be  primary  or  secondary  arterials  or  transit  preferential 
streets,  if  feasible  alternatives  do  not  exist.  In  general,  bicycle  preferential  streets  should  include 
design  treatments  that  encourage  all  segments  of  the  bicycle  population,  not  only  experienced  cyclists. 

POLICY  27.3:  Remove  conflicts  EUnnnatc  hazards  to  bicyclists  on  city  Streets. 

City  departments  should  give  particular  attention  to  eliminating  conflicts  hazards  on  the 
Bb\cyc\e  Route  Network  routes.  Conflicts  Hazards  which  may  be  inconsequential  to  automobiles 
can  be  disruptive,  disabling,  or  even  life  threatening  to  bicyclists,  and  are  often  contributins 
factors  in  collisions  involving  bicyclists  the  cause  of  moHy  cyclist  accidence.  Design  elements  hazards 
such  as  sewer  grates  parallel  to  travel,  unpaved  or  poorly  paved  shoulders,  rough  and/or 
obsolete  railroad  tracks  (especially  those  crossing  cyclists '  path  at  a  diagonal),  and  conventional 
speed  bumps  all  pose  conflicts  dangerous  conditions  for  cyclists  and  should  be  removed 
eliminated.  Intermittent  disruptions  haz^trds-such  as  uneven  b&d  road  surfaces,  cracks  and  pot 
holes,  and  refuse  such  as  broken  glass  should  be  removed  clifninated-prompilw.  The  city  should 
give  increased  attention  to  maintenance  and  more  frequent  cleaning  to  Bicvcle  Route  Network 
bicycle  route  Streets  because  of  the  increased  needs  of  cyclists  for  a  debris-free  hazard  free 
road  surface.  Bicycle  routes  should  be  well  lit.  Although  priority  shall  be  given  to  bicycle  routes, 
conflicts  to  cyclist  should  be  removed  on  all  city  streets. 

POLICY  27.6:  Accommodate  bicycles  on  local  and  regional  transit  facilities  and 
important  regional  transportation  links  wherever  and  whenever  feasible. 

The  ability  to  integrate  bicycle  use  and  regional  transportation  systems  is  essential  to 
maximizing  the  bicycle's  transportation  utility.  The  Bay  Area  is  fortunate  to  have  a  number  of 
quality  public  transportation  services.  The  expansion  of  bicycle  access  on  each  of  these 
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systems  increases  the  bicycle's  range  and  usefulness  and  further  decreases  the  number  of 
auto  trips  made  in  the  Bay  Area. 

Every  effort  must  be  made  to  maximize  bicycle  access  on  BART,  CalTrain.  all  ferry 
systems,  and  on  AC  Transit,  SamTrans  and  Golden  Gate  Transit  buses  and  on  selected 
Municipal  Railway  routes.  Further,  CalTrans  shuttle  service  across  the  Bay  Bridge  should  be 
expanded  so  it  is  available  at  all  hours.  Twenty-four  hour  access  to  all  Bay  Area  bridges  is 
essential  to  maintain  these  vital  links  within  the  bicycle  transportation  system. 

Many  commuters  to  San  Francisco  work  outside  of  downtown  and  drive  alone,  contributing  to 
peak  hour  congestion.  If  regional  transit  expanded  peak-hour  bicycle  capacity  and  reduced  peak  hour 
bicycle  time  restrictions,  these  commuters  could  bicycle  to  and  from  transit  at  one  or  both  end  of  their 
transit  trip  -  an  attractive  choice  to  driving  alone.  This  would  also  reduce  parking  demand  at  BAR  T 
stations  and  park-and-ride  lots. 

Add  a  new  policy  27.1 1  as  follows: 

POLICY  27. 11 :  Ensure  completion  of  the  Bay  and  Ridse  Trails  in  San  Francisco. 

The  Bay  Trail  is  a  planned  500-mile  hiking  and  bicycling  trail  that  will  form  a  continuous  loop 
around  San  Francisco  Bay  and  San  Pablo  Bay,  linking  the  shorelines  of  nine  counties  and  47  cities. 
The  trail  functions  as  a  regional  recreational  and  commute  route  along  the  edge  of  the  bay  and  across 
seven  toll  bridges.  Over  250  miles  are  complete,  but  there  are  numerous  gaps  to  fdl. 

The  Bay  Trail  alignment  in  San  Francisco  is  part  of  the  city  bicycle  network  extending  20  miles 
along  the  length  of  the  city  shoreline  from  the  Golden  Gate  Bridge  to  Candlestick  Point  State 
Recreation  Area.  Approximately  12  miles  are  complete.  Improving  the  remaining  segments  will  ensure 
designated  bicycle  access  along  the  shoreline  of  the  city  linking  the  citv  bic\-cle  ner-vork  to  adjacent 
counties  and  the  regional  trail  system. 


Planning  Department 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  19 
8/5/2009 


i:\landuse\jmalamut\pingdpl\bike  plan\general  Dlan&b*e  pten  v3.(loc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


The  Bay  Area  Rid^e  Trail  is  another  regional  trail  that  is  being  developed  in  the  Bay.  The  trail 
is  envisioned  as  a  530+  mile  recreational  trail  encircling  San  Francisco  Bay  that  is  aliened  along  the 
ridge  tops.  The  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  ultimately  will  be  a  550+  mile  trail  encircling  the  San  Francisco 
Bay  along  the  ridge  tops.  The  Ridge  Trail  is  open  to  hikers,  bicyclists  and  in  some  areas  is  available 
for  equestrian  use.   Approximately  310  miles  of  the  Ridge  Trail  have  been  dedicated  for  public  use,  but 
there  are  significant  gaps  to  fill. 

In  San  Francisco,  much  of  the  Ridge  Trail  is  in  place,  primarily  running  on  public  rights-of-way 
and  use  is  limited  to  pedestrians,  hikers  and  bicyclists.  The  Ridge  Trail  alignment  links  a  number  of 
parks  in  San  Francisco,  primarily  those  along  the  City 's  primary  ridgeline  and  hilltops,  including  Twin 
Peaks,  the  Golden  Gate  Panhandle,  and  the  Presidio.  The  trail  alignment  continues  across  the  Golden 
Gate  Bridge,  establishing  the  connection  with  the  Bay  Area  Ridge  Trail  in  Marin  County  and  the  North 
Bay.  JVJjile  the  trail  alignment  is  in  place  in  San  Francisco,  improvements  to  Ridge  Trail  segments  in 
San  Francisco  would  improve  the  City  Bicycle  and  Pedestrian  trail  network  as  well  as  the  regional 
trail  network  in  Cities  and  Counties  throughout  the  Bay  Region. 

POLICY  28.1:  Provide  secure  bicycle  parking  in  new  governmental,  commercial,  and 
residential  developments. 

Bicycle  parking  should  be  provided  in  all  new  public  and  private  buildings.  The  Planning 
Code  establishes  a  requirement  for  bicycle  parking  facilities  based  upon  the  number  of  automobile 
rking  facilities  in  fww-devel-epmcnts.  Additional  facilities,  such  as  sh&wers-mid-stor^}ge49ekei^ 

0  such  as  shopping  facilities,  recreational  facilities,  educational  locations  and  employment  sites. 
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enforcement  of  requirements.  Review,  update,  and  consolidate  the  Planning  Code  criteria  for  bic\'cle 
parkins  in  garages  and  new  or  remodeled  sovernment  and  commercial  buddings.  The  Planning  Code 
should  be  reviewed  to  reconcile  contradictions,  and  amended  to  forge  a  more  comprehensive  approach 
to  bicycle  commuting  facilities.  This  approach  should  include  such  elements  as  expanded  shower 
access  and  improved  commercial  district  bicycle  parking  unbundled  from  automobile  parking  space 
requirements.  The  Planning  Code  should  require  a  greater  resulential  bicvcle  parking  requirement, 
structured  as  a  ratio  of  dwelling  units  rather  than  as  a  ratio  of  auto  parking  spaces. 

In  order  to  provide  additional  storage  options  to  bicyclists,  consider  requirements  that 
building  owners  allow  tenants  to  bring  their  bicycles  into  buildings  unless  Class  I  bicvcle 
parl<ing  is  provided.   In  addition,  consider  reguirements  for  bicycle  parking  in  each  individual 
building  of  large,  multiple-building  developments. 

POLICY  28.3:  Provide  parking  facilities  which  are  safe,  secure,  and  convenient. 
Bicycle  parking  facilities  must  provide  reliable  security,  adequate  bicycle  support, 
safety,  and  must  be  conveniently  locatedr,  Bicvcle  parkins  facilities  are  preferably  located 
where  bicycles  are  sheltered  from  the  weather  and  visible  to  attendants  and  security  guards, 
accessible  {such  as  by  key  or  code)  only  to  those  who  have  parked  bicycles,  or  located  entirely  inside 
non-garage  parts  of  the  buildins.  If  these  resources  are  present,  bicyclists  will  use  such  bicycle 
parking  in  increasing  numbers. 

Proper  bicycle  parking  design  is  critical  to  its  usefulness  and  effectiveness.  Bicycle  parking 
must  be  of  a  design  to  support  the  bicycle  without  damage  and  permit  at  least  the  frame  and 
one  wheel  to  be  locked  with  a  U-lock,  but  provide  reasonable  security  with  any  type  of  lock. 
Bicycle  parking  facilities  should  be  conveniently  located  at  building  entrances,  provide 
sufficient  space  for  access,  and  be  physically  separated  from  automobile  areas.  Bicycle 
parking  in  publicly-accessible  garages  should  be  well  signed  to  notify  the  public  of  the 
presence  of  bike  parking  (e.g..  at  garage  entrances  and  other  appropriate  locations),  as  well 
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as  direct  cyclists  to  the  location  of  the  parking.  Also,  maintain  a  SFMTA  bicycle  parking 
outreach  campaign  in  various  formats  to  provide  relevant  bicycle  parking  information  such  as 
Qsrape  locations  with  bicycle  parking  and  bicycle  locker  availability. 

 Prepare  additional  guidelines  for  the  placement  and  design  of  bicycle  parking  within 

City  rights-of-way,  including  curbside  on-street  bicycle  parking  where  feasible,  and  "sleeve" 
ring  racks  on  parking  meters. 

Add  a  new  policy  28.5  as  follows: 

POLICY  28.5:  Provide  bicycle  parkins  at  major  recreational  facilities  and  at  all  lar^e  sports, 
cultural,  or  other  heavily  attended  events. 

Provide  convenient,  secure,  and  inexpensive  bicycle  parking  at  major  recreational  facilities  and 
larse  sports,  cultural,  or  other  heavily  attended  events  to  encourage  bicycle  use  and  further  decrease 
automobile  use.  In  order  for  cyclists  to  consider  using  bicycle  transportation  to  go  to  and  from  these 
facilities  and  events,  sa  fe  and  secure  bicycle  parking  must  be  provided.  Such  parking  should  be  ample 
and  should  be  of  a  high  security  type.  Free  valet  bicycle  parking,  such  as  provided  at  the  baseball 
stadium,  has  proved  veiy  successful.  Promotional  materials  for  these  events  and  facilities  should 
highlight  the  provision  of  secure  bicycle  parking,  especially  if  valet  bicycle  parking  is  provided. 
Add  a  new  policy  28.6  as  follows: 

POLICY  28.6:  Provide  for  improved  regulation  of  bicycle  parking. 

The  Planning  Code  should  provide  for  the  citywide  regulation  of  bicycle  parking  facilities.  A 
comprehensive  review  of  the  existing  regulatoty  structure  could  improve  the  monitoring  of 
requirements  in  new  and  renovated  buildings;  existing  parking  garages  requiring  increased 
enforcement:  city  schools  and  local  colleges;  residential  development  requiring  new  ratios  based  on 
the  number  and  occupancy  of  housing  units  and  bedrooms;  and  city-owned  and  city-leased  buildings 
requiring  increased  bicycle  parking  capacity.  City  leases  should  be  negotiated  to  include  the  required 
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level  of  bicycle  parkim  through  the  efforts  of  the  Real  Estate  Department  and  the  MTA.  OBJECTIVE 
29: 

CITY  GOVERNMENT  SHOULD  PLAY  A  LEADERSHIP  ROLE  IN  INCREASING 
BICYCLE  USE. 

City  government  should  play  a  leadership  role  in  enabling  more  people  to  use  the  bicycle  as 
their  primary  means  of  transportation.  According  to  the  2009  San  Francisco  Bicycle  Plan,  the 
^f^city  should  provide  the  facilities,  programs  and  regulatory  structure  to  enable  such  use, 
and  should  encourage  the  use  of  bicycles  for  work  trips  as  an  alternative  to  city  cars. 

POLICY  29.1 :  Consider  the  needs  of  bicycling  and  the  improvement  of  bicycle 
accommodations  in  all  city  decisions  and  improve  accommodation  as  much  as-possible. 

Genuine  recognition  and  active  accommodation  of  bicyclists'  needs  by  all  city 
departments  in  decisions  related  to  transportation  and  land  use  is  essential  to  the 
development  of  a  significant  bicycle  transportation  presence  in  San  Francisco.  Bicycle 
planning  should  be  integrated  into  all  short-range  and  long-range  planning  in  all  relevant  City 
departments.  Coordination  between  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  's  Bic\'cle  Program,  other 
City  departments,  and  the  Bicycle  Advisory  Committee  should  be  improved.  A  working  group  should 
be  created  with  representatives  frofv  relevant  Citv  departments,  and  should  meet  on  a  quarterly  basis 
to  discuss  departmental  and  agency  issues  relevant  to  bicycle  planning.  In  addition,  periodic  meetings 
shoidd  be  held  between  the  SFMTA  and  the  Planning  Department  to  update  bicycle  parking 
compliance  status  and  review  bicycle  parking  information. 

Often,  minor  and  inexpensive  adjustments  at  a  project's  design  phase  can  provide 
considerable  benefits  to  bicyclists.  Furthermore,  inclusion  of  accommodations  for  cyclists 
when  a  project  is  designed  can  avoid  expensive  retrofitting  later. 

Through  the  cooperative  efforts  of  the  City's  Real  Estate  Department,  the  Planning 
Department,  and  the  SFMTA,  pursue  a  citywide  policy  that  provides  secure  bicycle  parking  at 

Planning  Department 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  23 

8/5/2009 

n:\landuse\jmalamu(\plngdptNbike  pfan'^eneral  pian&b*e  plan  v3.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


all  City  buildings  in  areas  to  be  specified  by  the  individual  agencies,  subject  to  safety 
regulations  and  available  space. 

 Coordination  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  should  focus  on 

making  bicycle  theft  investigation  a  higher  priority,  creating  a  better  system  for  returning 
recovered  bicycles  to  their  owners. 

POLICY  29.2  Integrate  bicycle  planning  into  regular  short-range  and  long-range 
planning  activities  for  all  city  departments. 

Every  effort  should  be  made  to  ensure  that  bicycle  transportation  is  given  thorough 
consideration  in  all  planning  activities.  Full  integration  of  bicycle  transportation  requires 
evaluation  of  the  range  of  impacts  which  any  transportation  or  development  proposal  may 
have  upon  bicycle  use  and  bicyclists'  safety.  This  applies  not  only  to  city  departments  but  also 
to  the  various  other  entities  v^hose  activities  affect  mobility  in  San  Francisco.  Insofar  as  is 
possible,  city  departments  should  endeavor  to  develop  an  effective  network  of  bicycle  facilities 
and  policies. 

 Ensure  adeguate  and  appropriate  environmental  review  under  the  California 

Environmental  Quality  Act  for  the  Bicycle  Plan  and  all  discretionary  actions  under  the  Bicycle 
Plan  that  may  have  a  direct  or  indirect  physical  environmental  impact.  Consider  updating  the 
transportation  impact  guidelines  to  include  analysis  of  bicycle-related  issues  when  evaluating 
impacts  of  new  projects  . 

 Work  with  the  responsible  San  Francisco  agencies  to  collect  where  appropriate:  bicycle 

counts:  an  inventory  of  existing  bicycle  parking  within  a  two-block  radius  of  the  study  site:  and 
the  project's  potential  impacts  on  any  existing  or  proposed  bikeways. 

POLICY  29.3  Designate  appropriate  staff  to  coordinate  all  bicycle  related  activities. 
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A  successful  bicycle  program  requires  cooperation  among  a  variety  of  city  departments, 
including  the  Departments  of  City  Planning,  Parking  and  Traffic.  Public  Works,  the  Chief 
Administrator's  Office,  the  Public  Transportation  Department,  and  the  Transportation 
Authority,  as  well  as  various  State  and  other  government  agencies.  Appropriate  staff  should 
be  designated  to  be  responsible  for  the  coordination  of  bicycle-related  activities  to  ensure  that 
projects  and  plans  that  involve  many  departments  are  carried  out  effectively.  Work  with  the 
responsible  San  Francisco  agencies  to  collect  where  appropriate:  bicycle  counts:  an  inventor\'  of 
existing  bicycle  parkins:  within  a  two-block  radius  of  the  study  site;  and  the  project's  potential  impacts 
on  any  existing  or  proposed  bikewavs. 

CITYWIDE  PARKING 

POLICY  30.4:  Restrict  long  term  automobile  parking  at  rapid  transit  stations  in  the  city 
in  favor  of  development  of  effective  feeder  transit  service  and  enhanced  access  for  pedestrians 
and  bicyclists. 

Many  of  the  rapid  transit  stations  in  San  Francisco  are  located  in  densely  developed 
downtown  areas  or  in  residential  or  shopping  areas  where  additional  automobile  impacts  are 
undesirable.  These  stations  are  located  in  such  a  manner  that  they  may  generally  be  reached 
by  San  Francisco  residents  either  by  connecting  transit     by  walking,  or  by  bicycling.  The 
commuter  use  of  the  automobile  to  park  at  a  rapid  transit  station  in  San  Francisco  should  be 
discouraged.  While  it  is  desirable  to  provide  bicycle  storage  and  parking  facilities  at  rapid 
transit  stations,  long-term  automobile  parking  facilities  are  undesirable  because  such  facilities 
would  attract  automobile  traffic  and  otherwise  be  disruptive  to  the  neighborhoods  where  they 
would  be  located. 
Add  a  new  policy  30.8  as  follows: 
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 POLICY  30.8:  Consider  lowering  the  number  of  automobile  parking  spaces  required  in 

buildings  where  Class  I  bicycle  parking  is  provided. 

POLICY  34.2:  Use  existing  street  space  to  increase  residential  parking  where  off- 
street  facilities  are  inadequate. 

Local  streets  are  of  such  width  in  many  areas  that  improved  parking  conditions  can  be 
obtained  by  shifting  from  parallel  to  diagonal  or  perpendicular  parking  without  a  major 
investment.  Care  must  be  taken,  however,  to  avoid  conflicts  with  transit  operations  and  safe 
bicycle  movement  (considering  both  adequate  lane  width  and  potential  con  flicts  with  vehicles 
backing  out  of  parkins  spaces),  and  to  ensure  that  the  street  is  more  than  a  parking  lot.  Proper 
landscaping  is  required  to  prevent  lights  from  shining  into  dwellings  at  night  and  breaks  in 
rows  of  cars  should  be  provided  to  avoid  the  monotony  and  unsightliness  of  unending  rows  of 
vehicles.  Back-in  diagonal  or  perpendicular  parking  should  be  considered  as  an  option  to  reduce 
bicycle-motor  vehicle  conflicts. 

POLICY  34.5:  Minimize  the  construction  of  new  curb  cuts  in  areas  where  on-street 
parking  is  in  short  supply  and  locate  them  in  a  manner  such  that  they  retain  or  minimally 
diminish  the  number  of  existing  on-street  parking  spaces. 

It  is  desirable  to  maintain  a  balance  in  the  supply  of  adequate  on-  and  off-street 
parking.  The  creation  of  curb  cuts  to  increase  the  supply  of  off-street  parking  often  deprives 
the  neighborhood  of  a  community  on-street  parking  space  in  exchange  for  a  private  one.  New 
buildings  may  be  designed  so  that  entrances  to  off-street  parking  are  pooled  or  configured  to 
minimize  curb  cuts  and  preserve  the  supply  of  on-street  parking.  An  increased  number  of  curb 
cuts  also  increases  the  number  of  potential  conflicts  between  motor  vehicles  and  bicycles. 

URBAN  GOODS  MOVEMENT 
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POLICY  40.2:  Discourage  access  to  off-street  freight  loading  and  service  vehicle 
facilities  from  transit  preferential  streets,  e>A-pedestrian-oriented  streets  and  alleys,  or  on  the 
Bicycle  Route  Network  by  providing  alternative  access  routes  to  facilities. 

POLICY  40.3;  Off-street  loading  facilities  and  spaces  in  the  downtown  area  should  be 
enclosed  and  accessible  by  private  driveways  designed  to  minimize  conflicts  with  pedestrian, 
transit,  bicycle,  and  automobile  traffic. 

Section  6.  The  objective,  policies,  and  map  of  the  Downtown  Plan  of  the  San 
Francisco  General  Plan  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows 

DOWNTOWN  PLAN 

BICYCLES 

OBJECTIVE  19:  PROVIDE  FOR  SAFE  AND  CONVENIENT  BICYCLE  USE  AS  A 
MEANS  OF  TRANSPORTATION. 

The  bicycle  is  becoming  more  acceptable  as  an  alternative  to  the  automobile  for  work  and 
shopping  purposes.  The  number  of  people  that  choose  the  bicycle  instead  of  the  automobile  as  their 
main  mode  of  transportations  is  steadily  rising.  As  streets  become  more  congested  and  more 
accommodations  are  made  for  bicyclists,  some-many  people  are  finding  that  they  can  move  about 
the  city  more  quickly,  enjoyably  and  economically  on  bicycles. 

POLICY  19.1:  Include  facilities  for  bicycle  users  in  governmental,  commercial,  and 
residential  developments. 

Provision  should  be  made  for  bicycle  parking  in  conjunction  with  automobile  parking  in 
existing  and  noi'  parking  lots  and  garages.  Secure  and  conveniently  located  bicycle  parking  should 
also  be  provided  in  major  new  construction.  Secure  and  conveniently  located  bicycle  parking  should  be 
provided  in  newly  constructed  developments,  regardless  of  the  provision  of  auto  parkins..  Provision 
should  also  be  made  for  bicycle  parking,  in  conjunction  with  (but  not  solely  dependent  upon) 
automobile  parkins  in  existing  and  new  parking  lots  and  garages. 

Planning  Department 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  27 

8/5/2009 

n:\landuse\jmalamut\Dlngdpt\bike  plan\general  plan&txke  p<'3n  v3.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


POLICY  19.2:  Accommodate  bicycles  on  regional  transit  facilities  and  important 
regional  transportation  links. 

There  should  be  more  opportunity  for  cyclists  to  commute  to  San  Francisco  with  their 
bikes  by  using  regional  transit  modes  such  as  BART,  CaUrain.  the  ferry  system,  Golden  Gate 
Transit.  AC  Transit.  SaniTrans,  and  the  Caltrans  Bay  Bridge  bicycle  shuttle  and  trains.  All  Certain 
commute  buses  should  als<)  provide  carrying  racks  for  bicycles. 

Map  6:  Transportation  System,  should  be  amended  to  reflect  changes  in  the  bicycle 
network. 

Section  7.  In  furtherance  of  this  Ordinance,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  takes  the 
following  additional  actions  related  to  the  adoption  of  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan  and  related 
General  Plan  amendments: 

(a)  The  Board  hereby  directs  the  Planning  Department  to  make  any  necessary 
changes  to  the  Land  Use  Index  of  the  General  Plan  to  address  the  General  Plan  amendments 
to  the  Transportation  Element. 

(b)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan  and  urges  the  MTA  and 
other  affected  City  departments  to  undertake  all  actions  necessary  implement  the  identified 
near-term  projects  and  actions  set  forth  in  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan  and  as  specified  in  MTA 
Board  of  Directors  Resolution  No.  09-106  

(c)  The  Board  hereby  directs  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  in  consultation  with  the  MTA.  to 
forward  a  copy  of  this  Ordinance  to  the  Metropolitan  Transportation  Commission  in 
conjunction  with  its  review  and  approval  of  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan. 

(d)  The  Board  hereby  directs  the  Clerk  of  the  Board,  in  consultation  with  the  MTA,  to 
forward  a  copy  of  this  Ordinance  to  the  California  Department  of  Transportation  Bicycle 
Facilities  Unit  in  conjunction  with  its  review  and  approval  of  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan. 
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(e)  The  Mayor,  Clerk  of  the  Board,  Gefvefal-A4ana§ef  pi rector  of  the  MTA,  and  oltier 
City  officials  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  take  any  and  all  actions  which  thoy  or  the 
City  Attorney  nnay  deenn  necessary  or  advisable  in  order  to  effectuate  the  purpose  and  intent 
of  this  Ordinance,  including,  without  limitation,  applying  for  grants  and  other  funding  sources 
to  receive  monies  for  activities  and  studies  related  to  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan. 

(f)  The  Board  requests  that  the  Gefteral-Manager  Dire_clor  of  the  MTA  provide  a  report 
to  the  Board  on  the  progress  of  the  2009  Bicycle  Plan  within  six  months  of  the  effective  date 
of  this  Ordinance.  After  submission  of  the  initial  report,  the  General  Maoagef  Director  shall 
submit  reports  on  an  annual  basis  for  five  additional  years. 

Section  8.  Actions  conditioned  upon  Superior  Court  authorization.  The  Board  of 

Supervisors  hereby  orders  that  all  actions  set  forth  in  this  Ordinance  are  held  in  abeyance 

unless  and  until  the  California  Superior  Court  grants  appropriate  authorization  to  the  City  and 

County  of  San  Francisco  to  proceed  with  one  or  more  of  the  actions  contemplated  herein. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090886 


Amendment  of  the  Whole  -  7/22/09 
ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Water  Revenue  Bond  Issuance] 

Ordinance  approving  the  issuance  and  sale  of  water  revenue  bonds  by  the 
San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (the  "Commission")  to  finance  various 
projects  under  the  Water  System  Improvement  Program  pursuant  to  amendments  to 
the  Charter  (the  "Charter")  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  City  ')  enacted 
by  the  voters  on  November  5,  2002  as  Proposition  E  ("Proposition  E");  and  ratifying 
previous  actions  taken  in  connection  therewith. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 
Section  1.  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supen/isors  (the  "Board")  of  the  City  hereby  finds 
and  declares  as  follows: 

A.  On  November  5,  2002,  the  voters  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the 
"City")  approved  Proposition  E,  which  among  other  things,  authorized  the  Commission  to 
issue  revenue  bonds,  including  notes,  commercial  paper  or  other  forms  of  indebtedness, 
when  authorized  by  ordinance  approved  by  a  two-thirds  vote  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  for 
the  purpose  of  reconstructing,  replacing,  expanding,  repairing  or  improving  vv^ater  facilities  or 
clean  water  facilities  or  combinations  of  water  and  clean  water  facilities  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission;  and, 

B.  On  October  30,  2008  the  Commission  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final 
Program  Environmental  Impact  Report  (PEIR)  prepared  for  the  Commission's  Water  System 
Improvement  Program  (the  "WSIP"),  and  certified  by  the  Planning  Commission  in  Planning 
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Commission  Motion  No.  17734,  and  adopted  the  findings  required  by  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  including  a  statement  of  overriding  considerations  and 
monitoring  and  reporting  program  in  its  Resolution  No.  08-0200;  and, 

C.  By  Resolution  09-0102  adopted  on  June  23,  2009  (the  "Commission 
Resolution")  the  Commission  has  determined  to  issue  water  revenue  bonds  to  finance  a 
portion  of  certain  capital  projects  relating  to  the  WSIP  and,  pursuant  to  Section  SB.  124  of  the 
Charter,  has  formally  requested  this  Board  of  Supervisors  to  authorize  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  water  revenue  bonds  for  such  purposes;  and, 

D.  In  order  to  finance  the  costs  of  the  WSIP,  the  Board  now  desires  to  authorize  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  water  revenue  bonds  (the  "Water  Revenue  Bonds")  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  said  Section  8B.124;  and, 

E.  This  Board  has  previously  approved  WSIP  related  appropriations  totaling 
$2,949,924,182,  which  amount  is  composed  of  the  sum  $1,628,000,000  representing 
$507,815,000  revenue  bonds  issued  and  $1,120,185,000  remaining  authorization  under 
Proposition  A  and  $-1-r3^2-lTQ24T4^l,31 0.307.1 19  representing  revenue  bonds  to  be  issued 
under  Proposition  E,  in  either  case,  to  fund  construction  and  financing  costs  for  the  WSIP,  and 
all  such  documents  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  this  Board. 

Section  2.     Approval  of  the  Water  Revenue  Bonds.  The  Board  hereby  approves  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  the  Water  Revenue  Bonds  from  time  to  time  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  Proposition  E  and  in  accordance  with  the  Commission  Resolution  in  an  aggregate 
principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $1.321.92^.1821.310.307.1 19.  representing  the  difference 
between  $2,949,924,182  previously  approved  total  appropriations  and  $1,628,000,000  under 
Proposition  A,  at  a  maximum  rate  or  rates  of  interest  of  not  to  exceed  twelve  percent  (12%) 
per  annum  to  finance  a  portion  of  the  design,  acquisition  and  construction  of  various  capital 
projects  in  furtherance  of  the  WSIP.  The  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  to  determine  the 
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timing,  amount  and  manner  of  sale  of  each  series  of  Water  Revenue  Bonds  issued  pursuant 
to  this  authorization;  provided  however,  the  Commission  shall  return  to  the  Board  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  any  such  Bonds  to  obtain  approval  by  ordinance  or  resolution  of  the  Board  of  any 
related  financing  or  disclosure  documents  prepared  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of  such 
obligations. 

Section  3.  Affirmation  of  Existing  Bond  Covenants.  The  Board  hereby  confirms 
Section  5.01(b)  of  the  Amended  and  Restated  Indenture  dated  as  of  August  1.  2002,  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  between  the  Commission  and  U.  S.  Bank  National  Association 
(the  "Indenture"),  which  sets  forth  the  disposition  of  Revenues  (as  defined  in  the  Indenture) 
applicable  to  the  Bonds  (as  defined  in  the  Indenture)  and  covenants  with  the  holders  of  the 
Bonds  that  the  Revenues  shall  be  appropriated  and  expended  as  set  forth  in  Section  5  01(b) 
of  the  Indenture.  The  Board  also  hereby  declares  that  the  City  will  comply  with  all  of  the 
terms,  provisions  and  covenants  contained  in  the  Indenture,  including  the  covenants  to 
establish,  fix,  prescribe  and  collect  rates,  fees  and  charges  sufficient  to  enable  the 
Commission  to  comply  with  the  terms,  conditions  and  covenants  of  the  Indenture. 

Section  4.  Proposition  P.  Pursuant  to  Proposition  P  approved  by  the  voters  of  the  City 
in  November  2002,  this  Ordinance  and  the  Water  Revenue  Bonds  are  subject  to,  and 
incorporate  by  reference,  the  provisions  of  Section  5A.30  et.  seg.  ("Public  Utilities  Revenue 
Bond  Oversight  Committee")  of  Chapter  V  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Proposition  P,  to  the  extent  permitted  by  law,  one-twentieth 
of  one  percent  of  the  gross  proceeds  of  the  Water  Revenue  Bonds  shall  be  deposited  in  a 
fund  established  by  the  Controller's  Office  and  appropriated  by  the  Board  at  the  direction  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Revenue  Bond  Oversight  Committee  (RBOC)  established  by  Proposition  P 
to  cover  the  costs  of  said  committee;  provided  that  any  amounts  so  paid  from  the  proceeds  of 
Bonds  that  have  not  been  spent  by  RBOC  in  connection  with  such  Bonds  (as  contemplated  by 
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Article  5A. 31(c)  of  the  Administrative  Code)  within  36  months  of  the  date  of  issuance  of  such 
Bonds  shall  be  returned  to  the  Commission  for  deposit  into  the  Improvement  Fund  (as  defined 
in  the  Indenture)  and  expended  by  the  Commission  to  acquire  and  construct  Improvements. 

Section  5.     General  Authority.  The  Controller,  Treasurer ,  the  City  Attorney  and  other 
officers  of  the  City  and  their  duly  authorized  deputies  and  agents  are  hereby  authorized  and 
directed,  jointly  and  severally,  to  take  such  actions  and  to  execute  and  deliver  such 
certificates,  agreements,  requests  or  other  documents,  as  they  may  deem  necessary  or 
desirable  to  facilitate  the  issuance,  sale  and  delivery  of  the  Water  Revenue  Bonds,  to  obtain 
bond  insurance  or  other  credit  enhancements  with  respect  to  the  Water  Revenue  Bonds,  to 
obtain  surety,  to  obtain  title  and  other  insurance  with  respect  to  the  facilities  to  be  financed, 
and  otherwise  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  Ordinance. 

Section  6.  Ratification  of  Prior  Actions.  All  actions  authorized  and  directed  by  this 
Ordinance  and  heretofore  taken  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  this  Board, 

Section  7.  File  Documents.  All  documents  referred  to  as  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  are  in  File  Nos.  090886  ■ 

Section  8.  Effective  Date.  Pursuant  to  Section  14.102  of  the  Charter,  this  Ordinance 
shall  take  effect  thirty  (30)  days  after  its  adoption. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  090829 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Trinity  Plaza  Development  Agreennent  Amendnnent;  Property  at  1167  Market  Street. 

670-693  Stevenson  Street,  and  1164  Mission  Street] 

Ordinance  amending  a  development  agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  and  1169  Market  Street,  L.P.  for  certain  real  property  located  at 
1167  Market  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  053),  670  Stevenson  Street  (Assessor's 
Block  3702/Lot  051),  693  Stevenson  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  052), 
1164  Mission  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  039),  and  a  portion  of  former 
Jessie  Street  between  7'^  and  8^^  Streets,  altogether  consisting  of  approximately 
177,295  sqliare  feet  (4.07  acres)  and  commonly  known  as  Trinity  Plaza,  entered  into  on 
June  15,  2007,  pursuant  to  Ordinance  No.  92-07  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
on  April  17,  2007  (File  No.  061217),  to  add  5  years  to  the  term,  to  permit  the 
construction  of  the  entirety  of  a  parking  garage,  to  amend  the  definition  of  Existing 
Tenants,  to  identify  the  BMR  Units  for  Building  A,  to  modify  the  location  and  selection 
process  for  the  Replacement  Units,  and  to  permit  a  Project-wide  art  component  for  the 
Project;  and  adopting  environmental,  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1(b) 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  makes  the  following  findings: 

(a)      California  Government  Code  Section  65864  et  seq.  authorizes  any  city,  county, 

or  city  and  county  to  enter  into  an  agreement  for  the  development  of  real  property  within  the 

jurisdiction  or  the  city,  county,  or  city  and  county. 


findings. 
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(b)  Chapter  56  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  sets  forth  the  procedure 
by  which  any  request  for  a  development  agreement,  or  an  amendment  thereto,  will  be 
processed  and  approved  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("City"). 

(c)  On  April  17,  2007,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Ordinance  No.  92-07 
(File  No.  061217)  approving  a  development  agreement  by  and  between  the  City  and 

1169  Market  Street,  L.P.  ("Developer")  for  certain  real  property  located  at  1167  Market  Street 
(Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  053),  670  Stevenson  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  051), 
693  Stevenson  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  052),  1 164  Mission  Street  (Assessor's 
Block  3702/Lot  039),  and  a  portion  of  former  Jessie  Street  between  7'"  and  8'^  Streets 
("Development  Agreement"),  and  authorizing  the  Planning  Director  to  execute  the 
Development  Agreement  on  behalf  of  the  City  ("Enacting  Ordinance").  The  Enacting 
Ordinance  was  approved  by  the  Mayor  on  April  27,  2007,  and  took  effect  thirty  (30)  days 
thereafter, 

(d)  On  or  about  June  15,  2007,  the  City,  acting  by  and  through  the  Planning 
Director,  executed  the  Development  Agreement,  which  was  recorded  in  the  Official  Records 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  on  July  25,  2007,  as  Document  No.  20071427186, 
Reel  J440,  Image  0670. 

(e)  Section  10.1  of  the  Development  Agreement  provides  that  the  Development 
Agreement  can  be  amended  only  with  the  mutual  written  consent  of  the  parties,  and  shall  be 
processed  in  the  manner  provided  in  the  California  Government  Code  Section  65864  et  seq. 
and  Chapter  56  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  as  of  the  Effective  Date  of  the 
Development  Agreement. 

(f)  On  December  22,  2008,  Developer  filed  an  application  pursuant  to 

San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Sections  56.4  and  56.15  with  the  Planning  Director  to 
amend  the  Development  Agreement. 
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(g)      On  March  26,  2009,  San  Francisco  Planning  Coinnnission  ("Planning 
Commission")  held  a  public  hearing  on  the  amendment  request  and  adopted  Resolution 
Ml 7851  recommending  approval  of  the  amendment  request,  as  modified  by  the  Planning 
Commission  (the  "DA  Amendment").  The  copy  of  the  DA  Amendment  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk 
of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090829  . 

Section  2,  CEQA  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supcnyisors  makes  the  following  findings: 

(a)  On  August  3,  2006,  at  a  duly  noticed  public  hearing,  the  Planning  Commission 
certified  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Final  EIR")  for  the  proposed  mixed-use 
project,  as  more  particularly  described  in  the  Development  Agreement  (the  "Project"),  by 
Motion  No.  17291  finding  that  the  Final  EIR  reflects  the  independent  judgment  and  analysis  of 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  is  adequate,  accurate  and  objective,  contains  no 
significant  revisions  to  the  Draft  EIR,  and  the  content  of  the  report  and  the  procedures  through 
which  the  Final  EIR  was  prepared,  publicized  and  reviewed  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21000 

et  seq.,  "CEQA"),  the  State  CEQA  Guidelines  (California  Code  of  Regulations  Title  14  Section 
1 5000  et  seq.),  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  ("Chapter  31 ").  A 
copy  of  the  Final  EIR  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  Nos.  061217 
and  070194. 

(b)  The  letter  from  the  Department  of  Planning  transmitting  the  Development 
Agreement  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  Final  EIR  and  supplemental  materials  described 
above,  and  the  CEQA  Findings  adopted  by  the  Planning  Commission  vyith  respect  to  the 
approval  of  the  Project,  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  Nos.  061217  and 
070194.  These  and  any  and  all  other  documents  referenced  in  this  Ordinance  have  been 
made  available  to,  and  have  been  reviewed  by,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  may  be  found 
in  either  the  files  of  the  City  Department  of  Planning,  as  the  custodian  of  records,  at 
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1650  Mission  Street  in  San  Francisco,  or  in  File  Nos.  061217  and  070194  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  at  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place.  San  Francisco  and  are  incorporated 
herein  by  reference. 

(c)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final  EIR  and  the 
environmental  documents  on  file  referred  to  herein,  and  the  CEQA  Findings  adopted  by  the 
Planning  Commission  in  support  of  the  approval  of  the  proposed  Project.  As  set  forth  in  the 
Ordinance  approving  the  Development  Agreement  (Ordinance  No.  92-07),  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  adopted  the  Planning  Commission  CEQA  findings  as  its  own  and  incorporated 
them  by  reference. 

(d)  In  recommending  approval  of  the  DA  Amendment,  the  Planning  Commission 
incorporated  the  CEQA  Findings  for  the  Project  previously  made  by  the  Commission  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  and  found  that  since  the  Final  EIR  was  certified,  there  have  been  no 
substantial  Project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  Project  circumstances  that  would 
require  revisions  to  the  Final  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new  significant  environmental 
effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant  impacts,  and  there  is 
no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  which  indicates  that  (1)  the  Project  will  have 
significant  effects  not  discussed  in  the  Final  EIR,  (2)  significant  environmental  effects  will  be 
substantially  more  severe,  (3)  mitigation  measures  or  alternatives  found  not  feasible  which 
would  reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  have  become  feasible  or  (4)  mitigation  measures 
or  alternatives  which  are  considerably  different  from  those  in  the  Final  EIR  would  substantially 
reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  on  the  environment. 

(e)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  incorporates  all  of  the  CEQA  Findings  made 
by  the  Planning  Commission  in  recommending  approval  of  the  DA  Amendment,  and  finds  that 
there  have  been  no  substantial  Project  changes  and  no  substantial  changes  in  Project 
circumstances  that  would  require  revisions  to  the  Final  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  nev^ 
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significant  environmental  effects  or  an  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified 
significant  impacts,  and  there  is  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  which  indicates 
that  (1)  the  Project  will  have  significant  effects  not  discussed  in  the  Final  EIR,  (2)  significant 
environmental  effects  will  be  substantially  more  severe,  (3)  mitigation  measures  or 
alternatives  found  not  feasible  which  would  reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  have 
become  feasible  or  (4)  mitigation  measures  or  alternatives  which  are  considerably  different 
from  those  in  the  Final  EIR  would  substantially  reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  on  the 
environment. 

Section  3.  Adoption  of  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1(b)  Findings. 

(a)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds,  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302.  that  the 
proposed  DA  Amendment  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  general  welfare  for 
the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  17298  and  incorporates  those 
reasons  herein  by  reference. 

(b)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the  proposed  DA  Amendment  is  in 
conformity  with  the  General  Plan,  as  amended,  and  the  eight  priority  policies  of  Planning 
Code  Section  101.1  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  17298. 
The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  the  findings  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission 
Resolution  No.  17298  and  incorporates  those  findings  herein  by  reference. 

Section  4.  Amendment  of  the  Development  Agreement. 

(a)      The  Board  of  Supen/isors  hereby  approves  the  DA  Amendment,  including  the 
following  provisions  as  more  specifically  set  forth  in  the  DA  Amendment:  (i)  the  5-year 
extension  of  the  term,  from  15  years  to  20  years,  (ii)  the  right  of  Developer  to  build  a  parking 
garage  for  the  entire  Project  during  or  after  the  construction  of  Building  B  and  before  the 
completion  of  the  remainder  of  the  Project,  provided  that  Developer  maintains  the  onginal 
parking  ratio  set  forth  in  the  Development  Agreement  by  use  of  a  barrier,  (iii)  the  change  in  the 
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definition  of  "Existing  Tenant"  as  those  persons  in  residence  with  a  lease  on  the  date  of 
issuance  of  the  first  temporary  certificate  of  occupancy  for  Building  A  instead  of  the  date  of 
issuance  of  the  final  certificate  of  occupancy,  (iv)  the  identification  of  the  BMR  Units,  (v)  the 
location  and  selection  process  for  the  Replacement  Units,  and  (vi)  the  right  of  Developer  to 
develop  a  Project-wide  artworks  program  under  Planning  Code  Section  149  instead  of 
proposing  and  providing  art  works  specific  to  each  phase  of  the  Project. 

(b)      The  Board  of  Supervisors  authorizes  the  execution,  delivery  and  performance  of 
the  DA  Amendment.  Without  limiting  the  foregoing,  the  Director  of  Planning  (or  his  or  her 
designee)  at  his  or  her  discretion  is  hereby  authorized  to  take  all  actions  reasonably 
necessary  or  prudent  to  perform  the  City's  obligations  under  the  Development  Agreement,  as 
amended  by  the  DA  Amendment,  subject  to  the  terms  of  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
Chapter  56.  The  Director  of  Planning,  at  his  or  her  discretion  and  in  consultation  with  the  City 
Attorney,  is  authorized  to  enter  into  any  additions,  amendments  or  other  modifications  to  the 
DA  Amendment  that  the  Director  of  Planning  determines  are  in  the  best  interests  of  the  City 
and  that  do  not  materially  increase  the  obligations  or  liabilities  of  the  City. 

Section  5.  Ratification  of  Prior  Actions.  All  actions  taken  by  City  officials  in  preparing 
and  submitting  the  DA  Amendment  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  review  and  consideration 
are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed,  and  the  Board  hereby  authorizes  all  subsequent  action  to 
be  taken  by  City  officials  consistent  with  this  Ordinance. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090829 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  a  development  agreement  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and 
1169  Market  Street,  L.P.,  for  certain  real  property  located  at  1167  Market  Street  (Assessor's  Block 
3702/Lot  053),  670  Stevenson  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  051),  693  Stevenson  Street 
(Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  052),  1164  Mission  Street  (Assessor's  Block  3702/Lot  039).  and  a  portion 
of  former  Jessie  Street  between  7th  and  8th  Streets,  altogether  consisting  of  approximately  177.295 
square  feet  (4.07  acres)  and  commonly  known  as  Trinity  Plaza,  entered  into  on  June  15,  2007, 
pursuant  to  Ordinance  No.  92-07  adopted  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  April  17,  2007  (File  No 
061217),  to  add  5  years  to  the  term,  to  permit  the  construction  of  the  entirety  of  a  parking  garage,  to 
amend  the  definition  of  Existing  Tenants,  to  identify  the  BMR  Units  for  Building  A,  to  modify  the 
location  and  selection  process  for  the  Replacement  Units,  and  to  permit  a  Project-wide  art  component 
for  the  Project;  and  adopting  environmental.  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101  Kb) 
findings. 


July  28,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  4,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar. 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole  -  7/22/09 
ORDINANCE  NO 


FILE  NO.  090820 


[Public  Employment  and  Accept-Expend  Federal  Grant  -  Amendment  to  the  Annual  Salary 
Ordinance,  FY  2009-2010.  Human  Service  Agency's  Temporary  Assistance  to  Needy  Families 
(TANF)  Emergency  Contingency  Fund  (ECF)  as  part  of  the  American  Recovery  and 
Reinvestment  Act  of  2009  (ARRA).] 

Ordinance  amending  the  FY  2009-2010  Annual  Salary  Ordinance  (Companion  File  No. 
090778)  to  reflect  the  addition  of  temporary  and  permgngnt  salaries  of  $7,737,578  and 
authorizing  the  Human  Services  Agency  to  accept  and  expend  a  grant  in  the  amount  of 
$28,141,437  $26.505.777  from  the  United  States  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  TANF  Emergency  Contingency  Fund,  as  part  of  the  American  Recovery  and 
Reinvestment  Act  of  2009,  to  sponsor  the  Mayor's  Jobs  NOW  Program. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Grant-funded  Positions;  Amendment  to  FY  2009-2010  Annual  Salary  Ordinance. 
The  hereinafter  designated  section  and  item  of  the  Annual  Salary  Ordinance,  FY  2009 
2010  is  hereby  amended  so  that  the  same  shall  read  as  follows: 

Department:  DSS-Dept  45 

Program:  CAK 

Subfund:  2S-HWF-ARA 

Index  Code:  45ESAR 

Amendment  #  of  Pos.        Class  and  Item  No.  Compensation 
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Add 


3  0  FTE  2910  Social  Worker  (G^  S1936B$2354 
2.0  FTE      9702  Employment  &  Training  Spec  (G^  $1 955B$2377 


In  the  event  that  this  ordinance  is  approved  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  Annual  Salary 
Ordinance  for  FY  2009-2010,  the  Controller  shall  amend  the  Interim  Annual  Salary 
Ordinance  to  reflect  this  position  authority. 

Section  2.  Authorization  to  Accept  and  Expend  Funds. 

This  Ordinance  authorizes  the  Human  Services  Agency  to  accept  and  expend  a  grant 
in  the  amount  of  $2-^41,437  $20,505^77  for  the  operation  of  a  subsidized  employment 
program  known  as  Jobs  NOW.  The  United  States  Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
provides  funds  to  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  through  the  California 
Department  of  Social  Services,  to  operate  the  California  Work  Opportunity  and 
Responsibility  to  Kids  (CalWORKs)  Program.  CalWORKs  funds  include  local  state 
dollars  as  vi'ell  as  federal  Temporary  Aid  to  Needy  Families  (TANF)  dollars.  With  the 
passage  of  the  American  Recovery  and  Reinvestment  Act  (ARRA),  Congress 
expanded  the  kinds  of  expenses  that  can  be  reimbursed  with  TANF  funds.  HSA  will  be 
able  to  claim  reimbursement  for  80%  of  expenses  associated  with  subsidized 
employment  programs  and  related  ancillary  services  for  current  and  former  recipients 
of  CalWORKs  aid.  Pending  state  guidance,  HSA  may  also  be  authorized  to  spend 
TANF  funds  on  a  broader  population  as  well,  including  non-custodial  parents  and 
families  earning  income  less  than  200%  of  the  Federal  Poverty  Level. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


APPROVED  AS  TO  CLASSIFICATION; 
DEPARTMENT  OF  HUMAN  RESOURCES 


Jennifei-  Williams 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


By:     (See  Filg  for  Signature) 
Micki  Callahan.  Director 
Department  of  Human  Resources 


RECOMMENDED: 


(See  File  for  Signature) 

Trent  Rhorer,  Executive  Director 
Human  Services  Agency 


APPROVED: 


(Spp  File  fnr  Signature)  (See  File   For  Siannfnrp) 

Gavin  Newsom  Ben  Rosenfield 

Mayor  Controller 
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Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  FY  2009-2010  Annual  Salary  Ordinance  (Companion  File  No.  090778)  to 
reflect  the  addition  of  temporary  and  permanent  salaries  of  $7,737,578  and  authorizing  the  Human 
Services  Agency  to  accept  and  expend  a  grant  in  the  amount  of  $26,505,777  from  the  United  States 
Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services,  TANF  Emergency  Contingency  Fund,  as  part  of  the 
American  Recovery  and  Reinvestment  Act  of  2009,  to  sponsor  the  Mayor's  Jobs  NOW  Program. 


July  28.  2009  Board  of  Supcr\  isors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufly,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  4,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Clui,  Daly,  Dufly,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
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FILE  NO.  090575 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Hunters  View  -  Street  Vacation  Order.] 

Ordinance  ordering  the  vacation  of  portions  of  Fairfax  Avenue  and  West  Point  Road 
and  various  public  service  easements;  making  environmental  findings  and  findings  of 
consistency  with  the  City's  General  Plan  and  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code 
Section  101,1;  quitclaiming  the  City's  interest  in  the  vacation  areas;  reserving 
easement  rights  for  various  utilities,  including  AT&T,  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company,  and  the  City;  reserving  temporary  private  access  easement  to  adjacent 
owner;  accepting  Department  of  Public  Works  Order  No.  178,144;  and  authorizing 
official  acts  in  connection  with  this  Ordinance. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

(a)  On  June  23,  2009,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  adopted  Resolution  No.  253-09,  a 
copy  of  which  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090574.  being  a 
Resolution  declaring  its  intention  to  order  the  vacation  of  portions  of  Fairfax  Avenue  and  West 
Point  Road  and  various  public  service  easements  (collectively  the  "Vacation  Area");  reserving 
easement  rights  for  AT&T,  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  and  the  City  on  West  Point 
Road  and  reserving  easement  rights  to  the  Spaulding  Estate  on  Fairfax  Avenue.  The  location 
and  extent  of  the  Vacation  Area  and  Reservations  are  shown  on  the  Department  of  Public 
Works'  SUR  Map  Nos.  1009,  2009,  3009,  4009  and  5009,  dated  April  15,  2009.  copies  of 
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15,  2009.  copies  of  such  maps  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File 
No.     090575  and  are  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

(b)  The  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  did  transmit  to  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  a  certified  copy  of  the  Resolution  of  intention,  and  the  Director  of 
the  Department  of  Public  Works  did  cause  notice  of  adoption  of  such  Resolution  to  be  posted 
and  published  in  the  manner  required  by  law. 

(c)  When  such  matter  was  considered  as  scheduled  by  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  at  its 

regular  meeting  held  in  the  City  Hall,  San  Francisco,  on    August  ii   2009, 

sometime  after  2:30  P.M.,  the  Board  heard  all  persons  interested  in  such  vacation. 

(d)  The  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  part  of  an  action  to  implement  the  Hunters 
View  Project.  The  Hunters  View  Project  will  subdivide  land  into  22  developable  lots  with  new 
public  streets  and  will  provide  354  affordable  housing  units. 

(e)  In  accordance  with  the  actions  contemplated  herein,  this  Board  adopted 
Resolution  No.  253-09        concerning  findings  pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  A  copy  of  said 

090574 

Resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is 

incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

(f)  In  a  letter  dated  December  10,  2008  (the  "Planning  letter"),  the  City  Planning 
Department  determined  that  the  proposed  vacations  and  other  actions  contemplated  herein 
are  consistent  with  the  General  Plan  and  the  priority  policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1. 
A  copy  of  said  letter  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  090S7S 
and  is  incorporated  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  herein.  The  Board  of  Supervisors 
adopts  as  its  own  the  consistency  findings  of  the  Planning  Letter. 
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(g)  In  DPW  Order  No.  178,144,  dated  April  15,  2009,  a  copy  of  which  is  on  file  with  the 

Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.    u^0575  the  Director  of  the  Department 

of  Public  Works  determined:  (i)  the  Vacation  Area  is  no  longer  necessary  for  the  City's  present 
or  prospective  future  public  street  and  sidewalk  purposes,  (ii)  in  accordance  with  Streets  and 
Highways  Code  Section  892  and  8314,  the  right-of-ways  and  parts  thereof  proposed  for 
vacation  are  no  longer  useful  as  a  nonmotorized  transportation  facility,  as  defined  in  Section 
887,  because  the  design  of  the  Hunters  View  Project  contains  new  facilities  for  bicycle  and 
pedestrian  movement  that  are  equal  to  or  in  excess  of  what  may  currently  exist,  (iii)  the 
proposed  quitclaim  of  public  right-of-way  is  consistent  with  the  Hunters  View  Project  and  (iv) 
the  value  of  such  exchange  for  future  public  right-of-way  and  other  public  benefits  is  equal  or 
in  favor  of  the  City,  and  (v)  there  are  no  physical  public  or  private  utility  facilities  within  the 
Vacation  Area  except  for  AT&T  for  telecommunication  purposes,  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  for  gas  and  power  transmission  purposes,  other  City  Utilities  and  Spaulding  Estate 
for  temporary  private  access  purposes  .  A  copy  of  the  DPW  Order  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 

the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No,     090575  .  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  as  its 

own  and  incorporates  by  reference  herein  as  if  fully  set  forth,  the  recommendations  of  the 
Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works  as  set  forth  in  DPW  Order  No.  1 78, 1 44  concerning 
the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area,  reservations  of  easements  and  other  actions  in  furtherance 
thereof. 

(h)  The  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  being  taken  pursuant  to  California  Streets  and 
Highways  Code  sections  8300  et  seq.  and  Public  Works  Code  section  787(a). 

(i)  From  all  the  evidence  submitted  at  the  public  hearing  noticed  in  the  Resolution  No. 
^^3-09        and  the  associated  materials  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  in  File  No. 
090574  ,  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  finds  that  the  Vacation  Area,  as  described  in  said 
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Resolution,  is  no  longer  necessary  for  the  City's  use  for  public  streets  or  as  bicycle 
transportation  facilities  as  defined  in  Streets  and  Highways  Code  Sections  890,  et  seq., 
subject  to  the  reservations  and  conditions  described  in  this  Ordinance. 

(j)  The  public  interest,  convenience  and  necessity  require  that  the  City  reserve  from 
the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  solely  the  following:  (i)  a  non-exclusive  easement  for  the 
benefit  of  AT&T  (ii)  a  non-exclusive  easement  for  the  benefit  of  PG&E  (iii)  a  non-exclusive 
temporary  private  access  easement  for  the  benefit  of  the^Spaulding  Estate  (iv)  a  non- 
exclusive easement  for  other  City  Utilities  in,  upon,  and  over  that  certain  portion  of  the 
Vacation  Area,  in  which  their  respective  in-place  and  functioning  facilities  are  located,  to  the 
extent  necessary  to  maintain,  operate,  repair  and  remove  existing  lines  of  pipe,  conduits, 
cables,  wires,  poles,  and  other  convenient  structures,  equipment  and  fixtures  for  the  operation 
of  AT&T  for  telecommunications  facilities;  PG&E  for  power  and  gas  transmission  purposes; 
and  various  City  utilities,  together  v/ith  reasonable  access  to  the  foregoing  facilities  for  the 
purposes  set  forth  above.  The  public  interest,  convenience  and  necessity  does  not  require 
that  the  City  reserve  from  the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  any  other  easements  except  as 
mentioned  above;  and, 

(k)  The  public  interest  and  convenience  require  that  the  vacation  be  done  as  declared 
in  the  Resolution  No.  253-09  . 

Section  2.  Except  as  set  forth  in  Section  3  below,  the  Vacation  Area,  as  shown  on 
SUR  Map  No.  1009  is  hereby  ordered  vacated  in  the  manner  described  in  the  Resolution  No. 
253-09      as  modified  herein,  and  pursuant  to  California  Streets  and  Highways  Code 
Sections  8300  et  seq.  and  Public  Works  Code  section  787(a). 

Section  3.  The  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  is  conditioned  upon  the  reservation  of  the 
following  (i)  a  non-exclusive  easement  for  the  benefit  of  AT&T  (ii)  a  non-exclusive  easement 
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for  the  benefit  of  PG&E  (iii)  a  non-exclusive  temporary  easement  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Spaulding  Estate  (iv)  a  non-exclusive  easement  for  other  City  Utilities,  in,  upon,  and  over  that 
certain  portion  of  the  Vacation  Area,  in  which  its  in-place  and  functioning  facilities  are  located, 
to  the  extent  necessary  to  maintain,  operate,  repair  and  remove  existing  lines  of  pipe, 
conduits,  cables,  wires,  poles,  and  other  convenient  structures,  equipment  and  fixtures  for  the 
operation  of  AT&T  for  telecommunications  facilities;  PG&E  for  power  and  gas  transmission 
purposes;  and  various  City  utilities,  together  with  reasonable  access  to  the  foregoing  facilities 
for  the  purposes  set  forth  above  and  shall  terminate  with  the  dedication  and  acceptance  of 
replacement  facilities.  The  temporary  private  access  easement  to  the  Spaulding  Estate  shall 
terminate  with  the  conveyance  or  acquisition  of  said  land  to  the  San  Francisco 
Redevelopment  Agency,  San  Francisco  Housing  Authority  or  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

Section  4.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  Administrative  Code  Chapter  23,  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  authorizes  the  Director  of  Property  to  execute  a  City  quitclaim 
deed(s)  to  the  San  Francisco  Housing  Authority  and  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency 
for  the  Vacation  Area,  including  therein  the  reservations  of  the  non-exclusive  easements  for 
AT&T  for  telecommunications  purposes,  PG&E  for  gas  and  power  transmissions  purposes 
and  other  City  utilities  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  the  non-exclusive  temporary  private  access 
easement  for  the  Spaulding  Estate  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  set  forth  herein. 

Section  5.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  directs  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  to  transmit  to  the  Director  of  Public  Works  a  certified  copy  of  this  Ordinance,  and 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  urges  the  Director  of  Public  Works  to  proceed  in  the  manner 
required  by  law.  The  Clerk  of  the  Board  also  is  hereby  directed  to  transmit  to  the  Director  of 
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Public  Works  a  certified  copy  of  this  Ordinance  so  that  this  Ordinance  may  be  recorded 
together  with  any  other  documents  necessary  to  effectuate  this  Ordinance. 

Section  6.  The  Mayor,  Clerk  of  the  Board,  Director  of  Property,  and  Director  of  Public 
Works  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  take  any  and  all  actions  which  they  or  the  City 
Attorney  may  deem  necessary  or  advisable  in  order  to  effectuate  the  purpose  and  intent  of 
this  Ordinance  (including,  without  limitation,  the  filing  of  the  Ordinance  in  the  Official  Records 
of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  confirmation  of  satisfaction  of  any  of  the 
conditions  to  the  effectiveness  of  the  vacation  of  the  Vacation  Area  hereunder  and 
confirmation  of  the  granting  of  the  easements  reserved  hereunder  pursuant  to  Section  3  of 
this  Ordinance  and  execution  and  delivery  of  any  evidence  of  the  same,  which  shall  be 
conclusive  as  to  the  satisfaction  of  such  conditions  upon  signature  by  any  such  City  official  or 
his  or  her  designee). 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


/  n  -  o  1 


[It  is  unlawful  to  moor  or  anchor  a  vessel  in  Clipper  Cove,  a  Special  Use  Area,  for  more  than 
24  hours  without  a  valid  permit  issued  under  the  auspices  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development 
Authority.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  by  adding  Section  1.1  designating 
Clipper  Cove  as  a  Special-use  Area,  making  it  a  misdemeanor  to  moor  or  anchor  a 
vessel  in  Clipper  Cove  without  a  valid  permit  issued  by  the  Treasure  Island 
Development  Authority  ("TIDA"),  or  its  designee,  and  allowing  TIDA  to  remove  and 
store  vessels  moored  in  violation  of  this  Ordinance. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Purpose 

The  purpose  of  this  ordinance  is  to  eliminate  adverse  health  and  environmental  impacts  to  the 
waters  and  diverse  flora  and  fauna  of  the  San  Francisco  Bay,  particularly  in  the  area  surrounding 
Clipper  Cove,  promote  the  recreatiofial  use  of  Clipper  Cove,  reduce  existing  and  potential  conflicts 
among  recreational  users  of  Clipper  Cove,  and  protect  overall  public  safety  of  users  of  the  Cove  and 
residents  of  and  visitors  to  Treasure  and  Yerba  Buena  Islands. 

Section  2.  Findings 

 Treasure  Island's  Clipper  Cove  is  a  semi-secluded  section  of  San  Francisco  Bay  that  houses  the 

Treasure  Island  Marina  and  Treasure  Island  Sailing  Center.  Due  to  its  location  and  lack  of  prevailing 
current,  Clipper  Cove  is  renowned  as  a  popular  still  water  anchorage  location  for  Bav  .Area  boaters. 
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 IVhile  Clipper  Cove  provides  an  excellent  location  for  short-term  anchorages  bv  recreational 

boaters,  it  also  has  attracted  Ions-term  anchorages  of  both  abandoned  and  stored  vessels  over  the  past 
several  years.  As  of  January  30.  2009.  there  were  15  vessels  anchored  in  Clipper  Cove,  many  of  which 
had  been  in  the  Cove,  apparently  unattended,  for  periods  between  several  months  and  over  a  year.  The 
operators  of  the  Treasure  Island  Marina  and  Treasure  Island  Yacht  Club  have  received  several  reports 
that  some  of  these  vessels  are  being  used  as  residences,  and  that  their  occupants  are  dumping  waste 
and  other  materials  overboard  into  Clipper  Cove.  Tlie  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
("TIDA")  has  expended  almost  $30.000  in  the  previous  nvo  years  on  the  removal  of  derelict  and 
abandoned  vessels  that  have  sunk  or  washed  up  on  the  Treasure  Island  seawall  after  beins  anchored 
and  abandoned  in  Clipper  Cove.  In  a  recent  incident,  one  of  these  boats  came  loose  from  its  mooring 
during  a  storm,  washed  up  close  to  the  shore,  tipped  over,  and  began  spilling  fuel  info  the  Bay. 

 TIDA  leases  the  former  Naval  Station  Treasure  Island  from  the  United  States  Navy,  and 

operates  the  property  under  an  agreement  (the  "Cooperative  Agreement")  between  the  Navy-'  and  TIDA. 
Clipper  Cove  is  part  of  the  former  Naval  Station,  and  is  the  responsibility  of  TIDA  under  the 
Cooperative  Agreement. 

 //;  order  to  ensure  that  Clipper  Cove  remains  available  for  use  by  recreational  boaters,  the 

Board  of  Directors  of  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  wants  to  ensure  that  the  Cove  is  not 
cluttered  with  abandoned  vessels,  vessels  being  used  as  housing,  or  vessels  beins  used  for  other, 
nonrecreational  uses.  The  TIDA  Board  is  also  concerned  about  the  threat  to  the  environment  and  the 
public  health  posed  by  unattended  vessels  anchored  in  the  Cove  for  extended  periods  of  time,  and  the 
possibility  that  individuals  living  aboard  such  vessels  are  releasing  waste  or  other  harm  ful  sid'>stances 
into  the  Bay. 

 To  address  these  issues,  the  TIDA  Board  wishes  to  designate  the  Cove  as  a  Special -use  Area 

and  limit  moorinz  in  the  Cove  to  short-term  anchorage  for  recreational  purposes.  Short-term 
anchorage  in  prescribed  sections  of  the  Cove  will  be  allowed  with  express  permission  of  TIDA,  or  its 
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designee.  In  connection  with  the  establishment  of  the  Special-use  Area,  the  TIDA  Board  will  develop  a 
procedure  for  issuing  anchorage  permits  to  recreational  boaters  subject  to  specific  conditions, 
including  a  maximum  length  of  stay  and  compliance  with  Rides  adopted  by  the  TIDA  Board  to  protect 
the  public  health  and  safety,  and  preserve  recreational  use  of  the  Cove.  Permits  will  be  readily 
available  to  members  of  the  public,  at  a  nominal  fee. 

 The  permit  procedure  will  allow  TIDA  to  oversee  recreational  use  of  the  Cove  by  requiring  a 

boater,  upon  request,  to  verify  that  the  condition  of  his  or  her  vessel  does  not  pose  an  environmental 
hazard  or  risk  of  iniur\'  to  persons  or  property,  which  may  include  demonstrating  that  the  vessel  is  not 
at  risk  for  capsizing  or  sinking,  and  carries  an  on-board  waste  containment  system.  Also,  the  permit 
system  will  ensure  that  all  members  of  the  public  have  equal  opportunity  to  access  Clipper  Cove  for 
recreational  purposes,  avoiding  potential  conflict  among  those  who  wish  to  use  the  Cove.  The  TIDA 
Board  does  not  want  to  create  an  onerous  process  for  recreational  boaters  or  boaters  in  transit  wishing 
to  enjoy  the  Cove  on  a  short-term  basis.  But  the  TIDA  Board  believes  that  a  permit  requirement  and 
the  promulgation  of  Rules  will  allow  TIDA  to  protect  the  waters  of  Clipper  Cove  and  facilitate  the 
public's  recreational  use  of  the  Cove. 

 Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Police  Code  is  hereby  amended  bv  adding  Section  J.  J.  to  read  as 

follows: 

Sec.  LI  MOORING  IN  CLIPPER  COVE 

(a)  In  order  to  promote  the  recreational  use  of  Clipper  Cove,  reduce  existing  and  potential 
con  flicts  among  recreational  users  of  Clipper  Cove,  protect  the  overall  public  health  and  safety-  of 
users  of  the  Cove,  and  to  eliminate  adverse  environmental  impacts  to  the  San  Francisco  Bay,  Clipper 
Cove  is  hereby  designated  a  Special-use  Area  as  that  term  is  defined  in  California's  Harbor  and 
Navigation  Code.  Provided  that  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  ("TIDA")  has  erected 
signage  at  the  entrance  to  the  Special-use  Area  informins  boaters  of  the  permit  requirement  and  the 
method  for  obtaining  a  permit,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  moor  or  anchor  any  vessel  in 
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Clipper  Cove  for  more  than  24  hours  without  a  valid  permit  issued  by  TIDA,  or  its  designee,  and  it 
shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  moor  or  anchor  any  vessel  in  Clipper  Cove  for  more  than  24  hours 
after  expiration  or  revocation  of  such  permit. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  Section  1.1  of  this  Code,  Clipper  Cove  is  defined  as  that  section  of  San 
Francisco  Bay  bounded  by  the  south  shore  o  f  Treasure  Island,  the  north  shore  o  f  Yerba  Buena  Island, 
and  the  connecting  causeway,  west  of  a  line  extending  from  the  southeast  corner  of  the  fmser  pier 
known  as  "Pier  I "  along  the  east  side  of  Treasure  Island,  at  about  latitude  3  7  f decrees]  49' 1 1 ". 
longitude  122  fdesreesj  2  J '40",  approximately  153  fdesrees]  20'  to  the  northeasterly  point  of  Yerba 
Buena  Island,  at  about  latitude  37  fdezrees]  48'55",  longitude  122  fdegrees]  21 '30". 

(c)  A  violation  of  the  provisions  of  Section  1.1  shall  be  a  misdemeanor.  A  person  found  guilty 
of  such  violation  shall  be  punished  by  imprisonment  in  the  county  jail  not  exceeding  six  months,  or  by 
fine  not  exceeding  one  thousand  dollars  ($1000.00),  or  both. 

(d)  Provided  that  TIDA  has  erected  signage  at  the  entrance  to  Clipper  Cove  in  forming  boaters 
that  vessels  moored  in  violation  of  this  oi'dinance  are  subject  to  removal,  TIDA,  or  its  designee,  may 
remove  and  store  any  vessel  moored,  anchored  or  allowed  to  remain  in  Clipper  Cove  in  violation  of 
this  ordinance  72  hours  after  notice  posted  in  accordance  with  subsection  (e)  of  this  Section.  The 
registered  owner  of  any  vessel  removed  and  stored  under  this  ordinance  shall  be  responsible  for 
reimbursing  TIDA,  or  its  designee,  for  the  cost  of  such  removal  and  storage. 

(e)  Not  less  than  72  hours  prior  to  removing  a  vessel  moored  or  anchored  in  violation  of  this 
Section.  TIDA.  or  its  designee,  shall  securely  attach  to  the  vessel  a  distinctive  notice  stating  that  the 
vessel  will  be  removed  for  violation  of  this  Section. 

(f)  Within  48  hours  after  the  removal  of  a  vessel  pursuant  to  this  Section,  excluding  weekends 
and  holidays.  TIDA.  or  its  designee,  must  send  notice  of  removal  of  the  vessel  to  the  registered, 
documented  and  legal  owners,  if  known  or  discovered  before  or  after  the  removal,  at  their  addresses  of 
record  with  the  Department  of  Motor  Vehicles,  the  National  Vessel  Documentation  Center,  and  to  any 
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other  person  that  TIP  A.  or  its  designee,  knows  has  an  interest  in  the  vessel,  by  certified  or  rtrst-class 

mail.  The  notice  of  removal  shall  include  the  following: 

(1)  TIDA's  name,  address,  and  telephone  number,  and,  if  applicable,  the  name,  address  and 
telephone  number  of  TIP  A 's  designee; 

(2)  A  description  of  the  vessel; 

(3)  The  location  from  which  the  vessel  was  removed; 

(4)  The  location  of  the  intended  or  actual  place  of  storage: 

(5)  The  authority  and  purpose  for  removal  of  the  vessel; 

(6)  A  statement  that  the  vessel  may  be  claimed  and  recovered  within  15  days  of  the  dale  the 
notice  of  removal  is  issued  upon  payment  of  any  costs  incurred  by  TIPA,  or  its  designee,  related  to 
salvage  and  storage  of  the  vessel; 

(7)  A  statement  that  the  registered  or  legal  owners  or  any  other  person  known  to  have  an 
interest  in  the  property  shall  have  the  opportunity  for  a  post-removal  hearing  before  TIPA.  or  its 
designee,  to  determine  the  validity  of  the  removal  and  storage  if  a  request  for  a  hearing  is  made  to 
TIPA,  or  its  designee,  in  person,  by  telephone,  by  email  or  by  regidar  mail  within  10  days  from  the  date 
of  notice;  and  that  if  the  registered  or  legal  owner  or  any  other  person  known  to  have  an  interest  in  the 
property  disagrees  with  the  decision  of  TIPA,  or  its  designee,  a  fter  the  hearing,  he  or  she  may  seek 
review  of  the  decision  of  TIPA,  or  its  designee,  pursuant  to  Section  1 1523  of  the  Government  Code. 

(f)  TIPA  ,  or  its  designee,  shall  conduct  any  requested  hearing  v.ithin  48  hours  of  the  time  it 
receives  the  request,  excluding  weekends  and  holidays.  TIPA  may  authorize  its  own  officers  or 
employees  to  conduct  the  hearing,  but  the  hearing  officer  shall  not  be  the  same  person  who  directed  the 
removal  and  storage  of  the  vessel.  The  failure  of  either  the  registered  or  lesal  owners  or  any  other 
person  known  to  have  an  interest  in  the  property  to  request  or  attend  a  scheduled  hearing  shall  not 
affect  the  validity  of  the  hearing. 
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Cg)  TIDA  shall  be  responsible  for  (he  costs  incurred  for  removal  aud  storage  if  it  is  determined 


in  the  post-storage  hearing,  that  reasonable  grounds  for  the  storage  are  not  established. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


By: 


Mariam  M.  Morley 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090555 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Police  Code  by  adding  Section  1.1  designating  Clipper  Cove 
as  a  Special  Use  Area,  making  it  a  misdemeanor  to  moor  or  anchor  a  vessel  in  Clipper  Cove  without  a 
valid  permit  issued  by  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority  ("TIDA"),  or  its  designee,  and 
allowing  TIDA  to  remove  and  store  vessels  moored  in  violation  of  this  Ordinance 


August  4,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FlRS'l'  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  11,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
•  Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


File  No.  090555  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  11,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  09055A 


Amendment  of  the  Whole 
in  Committee  -  7/27/09 
Further  Amended  in  ( 
Committee  -  8/10/09 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Building  Code  -  Registration  of  Vacant/Abandoned  Buildings;  Maintenance  and  Security 
Requirements;  Annual  Fee  and  Penalties  for  Violation.] 

Ordinance  amending  tiie  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  adding  Section  103A.4  to 
require  the  owner  of  a  vacant  or  abandoned  building  to  register  the  building  with  the 
Department  of  Building  Inspection,  require  the  owner  to  maintain  the  grounds  and  the 
exterior  and  interior  of  the  building  secured  and  in  good  condition,  and  provide  that  a 
property  in  violation  of  the  requirements  is  a  public  nuisance;  and  by  amending 
Section  110,  Table  1A-J  to  establish  an  annual  registration  fee;  adopting  environmental 
and  other  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

(a)  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 

on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.    090554  and  is 

incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

(b)  General  Findings. 

(1 )      Abandoned  or  vacant  buildings  are  a  major  cause  and  source  of  blight  in  both 
residential  and  nonresidential  neighborhoods,  especially  when  the  owner  of  the  property  fails 
to  actively  maintain  and  manage  it. 


NOTE: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strike  through  i!ti4ie6^TiiHes-r\'ow  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double-underlined; 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stftkethrough  nofryvat. 
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(2)  Boarded  buildings,  substandard  or  unkempt  properties,  and  long-term  vacancies 
discourage  economic  development,  lower  property  values  or  retard  their  appreciation,  and 
constitute  a  public  nuisance. 

(3)  Vacant  properties  are  often  overgrovi/n  with  weeds  and  other  vegetation,  used 
as  a  dumping  ground  for  debris,  toxic  or  other  hazardous  substances,  and  used  drug  needles. 
Blighted  vacant  properties  also  attract  vagrants,  gang  members,  and  other  chminal  elements 
as  prime  locations  to  conduct  their  illegal  activities. 

(4)  When  the  owner  of  a  vacant  or  abandoned  building  allows  the  building  to 
deteriorate  to  such  an  extent  that  the  building  must  be  demolished,  persons  and  neighboring 
properties  could  be  endangered.  In  these  circumstances,  the  owner  of  the  building  can  often 
evade  Planning  Code  notice  and  hearing  procedures  that  would  otherwise  be  required,  and 
the  neighborhood  and  the  City  as  a  whole  lose  an  important  and  sometimes  historically 
significant  resource. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
103A.4,  to  read  as  follows: 

W3A.4.  Vacant  or  Abandoned  Buildings  -  Annual  registration;  registration  fee;  maintenance 
and  security  requirements. 

103A.4.1.  Definition.  A  buildins  shall  be  defined  as  a  vacant  or  abandoned  if  it  (I)  is 
unoccupied  and  unsecured;  or  (2)  is  unoccupied  and  secured  by  boarding  or  other  siinilar  means;  or 
(3)  is  unoccupied  and  unsafe  as  defined  in  Section  J  02  of  this  Code;  or  (4)  is  unoccupied  and  has 
multiple  code  violations;  or  (5)  has  been  unoccupied  for  oyer  30  days.  A  building  which  is  partially 
unoccupied  and  has  been  cited  for  blight  under  Chapter  80  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code, 
shall  also  be  deemed  a  vacant  or  abandoned  building  that  is  subject  to  this  Section. 

For  purposes  of  this  Section  I03A.4.  a  building  shall  not  be  considered  vacant  or  abandoned  if: 
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(1)  There  is  a  valid  building  permit  for  repair,  rehabilitation,  or  consiruaion  oj  a  building 
on  the  parcel  and  the  owner  f&-pf0^fessinq  diliqef^v4o  complete^  the  repair,  rehabilitation,  or 
construction  within  one  year  from  the  date  the  initial  permit  was  issued;  or 

(2)  The  building  complies  with  all  codes,  does  not  contribute  to  blight  as  defined  in  Chapter 
80  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  is  ready  for  occupancy,  and  is  actively  being  offered  for 
sale,  lease,  or  rent. 

1 03 A.  4. 2.  Property  owner's  obligation  to  register  a  vacant  or  abandoned  buildim.  The  owner 
of  a  building  defined  as  vacant  or  abandoned  under  Section  103A.4.1  shall  register  that  building  with 
the  Department  30  days  after  it  has  become  vacant  or  abandoned  on  a  form  provided  by  the 
Department.  The  form  shall  describe  the  methods  by  which  the  owner  has  secured  the  property  against 
unauthorized  entry,  declare  any  future  plans  for  the  property,  state  whether  or  not  there  is  fire  and 
liability  insurance  coverage,  and  provide  such  other  information  as  the  Department  may  require.  A 
registration  fee  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  of  registration  and  annually  thereafter.  See  Section  1  IDA. 
Table  lA-J  for  applicable  fee. 

103 A. 4. 3.  Notice.  Wlienever  the  Director  has  probable  cause  to  believe,  based  upon  an 
inspection,  complaint,  or  report  from  another  agency  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  or  other 
governmental  agency,  that  a  building  is  vacant  or  abandoned  and  it  has  not  been  registered  as  required 
by  this  Section  103  A. 4,  the  Director  shall  serve  the  owner  of  record,  as  shown  on  the  Assessor's 
Records,  or  authorized  agent  with  a  written  notice  requiring  the  owner  to  register  the  building  with  the 
Department  as  vacant  or  abandoned  and  pay  the  registration  fee  within  the  period  of  time  specified  in 
the  notice,  which  shall  he  no  greater  than  30  days. 

103A.4.4.  Sign  posting.  The  owner  of  record  of  the  vacant  or  abandoned  building  is  required 
to  post  a  sign  at  the  front  of  the  building,  in  a  conspicuous  location  protected  from  the  weather,  that 
provides  the  current  name,  address,  and  phone  number  of  the  owner  of  record  Oi^-aft  and  authorized 
agent  if  different  from  the  owner.  If  a  notice  of  default  or  foreclosure  has  been  recorded  for  the 
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property,  the  lender's  name,  address,  and  telephone  number  must  also  he  provided.  The  sisn  shall  be 
no  smaller  than  8  1/2  inches  by  11  inches. 

IPSA.  4.5.  Maintenance  and  security  requirements.  The  following  maintenance  and  security 
requirements  shall  apply  to  a  vacant  or  abandoned  building.  The  Director  has  the  discretion  to  modify' 
these  requirements  in  the  case  of  a  partially  vacant  building,  and  to  modify  or  waive  some  or  all  of 
these  requirements  in  the  case  of  a  building  that  has  been  damaged  by  fire,  a  natural  disaster,  or  other 
calamity. 

104A.4.5.1.  Maintenance  of  property  -  exterior.  The  property  owner  shall  actively  maintain 
and  monitor  the  exterior  of  the  building  and  the  grounds  so  that  they  remain  in  continuins  compliance 
with  all  applicable  codes  and  regulations,  and  do  not  contribute  to  and  are  not  likely  to  contribute  to 
blight  as  defined  in  Chapter  80  of  the  Administrative  Code.  Active  maintenance  and  monitoring  shall 
include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

(1)  Maintenance  of  landscaping  and  plant  materials  in  good  condition; 

(2)  Regular  removal  of  all  exterior  trash,  debris,  and  zraffiti:. 

(3)  Maintenance  of  the  exterior  of  the  building  in  a  good  condition  that  is  structurally  safe 
and  presences  the  physical  integrity  of  the  structure,  including  but  not  limited  to  paint  and  finishes, 
foundation,  roof  chimneys,  flues,  gutters,  downspouts,  scuppers,  flashing,  sh'lights.  windows,  exterior 
stairs  and  decks; 

(4)  Prevention  of  criminal  activity  on  the  premises  and  trespass  bv  unauthorized  persons; 

and 

(5)  Turning  off  all  utilities  that  are  not  necessary  for  the  upkeep  and  maintenance  of  the 
building. 

103  A. 4. 5. 2.  Maintenance  of  property  -  interior.  Tlie  property  owner  shall  preserve  the  interior 
of  the  building  from  damage  by  the  elements  or  plumbing  leaks,  and  keep  it  free  from  accumulation  of 
garbage  and  other  debris,  and  from  in  festation  by  rodents,  insects,  or  other  pests. 
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J 03 A. 4. 5. 3.  Security.  The  buildins  shall  he  secured  against  unauihonzed  enir\'-  The  methods 
of  security  shall  be  as  approved  by  the  Director,  who  shall  take  into  consideration  whether  the  property 
has  been  cited  for  nuisance  activities  or  criminal  conduct  by  another  department  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  or  other  government  agency. 

103  A. 4. 6.  Insurance.  The  owner  of  record  shall  maintain  whatever  fire  and  liahility  insurance 
coverage  the  Director  determines  is  necessary.  Any  insurance  policy  shall  require  notice  to  the 
Department  in  the  event  of  cancellation  of  insurance  or  a  reduction  in  coverage. 

J  04  A. 4. 7.  Violation  a  public  nuisance;  enforcement.  A  property  in  violation  of  the  provisions 
of  this  section  is  deemed  to  be  a  public  nuisance  and  subject  to  enforcement  by  the  Department  and 
penalties  under  Section  J  02 A  and  103  A  of  this  Code  or  under  other  applicable  sections  of  the  San 
Francisco  Municipal  Code. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
110,  Table  1A-J,  to  read  as  follows: 
TABLE  1A-J  -  MISCELLANEOUS  FEES 

1 .  Central  Permit  Bureau  Processing  Fee  for  Standard  Administrative  Hourly  Rate  - 
Miscellaneous  Permits  from  other  disciplines         Minimum  One-Half  Hour 

2.  Building  numbers  {each  entrance)  $210.00 

3.  Extension  of  time:  application  cancellation  and 
permit  expiration: 

Each  application  extension  (in  plan  review)  Si  60.00  plus  20%  of  All  Plan  Review 


Fees 


Each  permit  extension 


$1 60.00  plus  1 0%  of  all  Permit 


Issuance  Fees 


4, 


Product  approvals 


General  approval  -  initial  or  reinstatement 


Standard  Hourly  Plan  Review  Rate  - 
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Minimum  Three  Hours 


Genera!  approval  -  modification  or  revision 


Standard  Hourly  Plan  Review  Rate  - 


Minimum  Three  Hours 


General  approval  -  biannual  renev^al 


Standard  Hourly  Plan  Review  Rate  - 


Minimum  Three  Hours 


5.  Vacant  buildins  -initial  and  annual  registration  fee       Standard  Inspection  Hourly  Rate  - 


Section  4.  Statement  of  General  Welfare.  In  undertaking  the  enforcement  of  this 
ordinance,  the  City  is  assuming  an  undertaking  only  to  promote  the  general  welfare.  It  is  not 
assuming,  or  is  it  imposing  on  its  officers  and  employees,  an  obligation  for  breach  of  which  it 
is  liable  in  money  damages  to  any  person  who  claims  that  such  breach  proximately  caused 
injury. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Four  and  One-Half 
Min  im  untSm-Hours 


leputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Dr.  Cartion  B  Goodletl  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94I02-I6«9 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090554 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  adding  Section  103A  4  to  require  the  owner 
of  a  vacant  or  abandoned  building  to  register  the  building  with  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection, 
require  the  owner  to  maintain  the  grounds  and  the  exterior  and  interior  of  the  building  secured  and  in 
good  condition,  and  provide  that  a  property  in  violation  of  the  requirements  is  a  public  nuisance,  and 
by  amending  Section  110,  Table  1A-J  to  establish  an  annua!  registration  fee,  adopting  environmental 
and  other  findings. 


August  11,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  18,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Cliu,  Daly,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 


City  and  County  of  San  Fro 


I 


Primed  at  I:  I  r  PM  nn  *  i9  09 


File  No.  090554  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  18,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Superv  isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO,  090896 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  John  Williams  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $27,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  September  5,  2008  in 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  479-512;  entitled  John  Williams  v.  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  John 

Williams  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al..  San  Francisco  Superior  Court.  Court 

No.  479-512  by  the  payment  of  $27,000. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 

September  5,  2008,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff  John 

Williams;  Defendant  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND  RECOMMENDED: 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA  RECREATION  AND  PARK  DEPARTMENT 

City  Attorney  .  
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JOANNE  HOEPER  JAREDJLUMEN,F§ter"^ 

Chief  Trial  Deputy  Aclfog^eneral  M^jjager 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


Cit>  Hall 
1  Dr  Carlton  B  Goodlcn  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  9<1 102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  tlie  lawsuit  filed  by  John  Williams  against  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  for  $27,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  September  5,  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Superior 
Court,  Case  No.  479-512;  entitled  John  Williams  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 


August  1 1,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufly,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  1 8,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FFNALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 
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was  FINALLY  PASSKU  on  August  IS,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  (  il>  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  090897 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  portion  of  the  lawsuit  filod  by  Benson  Chen 
against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $75,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on 
November  2,  2007  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  468791;  entitled  Benson 
Chen  V.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Benson 
Chen  V.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  No.  468791 
by  the  payment  of  $75,000. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 
November  2,  2007,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit;  Plaintiff  Benson 
Chen;  and  Defendants  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  Sanford  Lee. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 


RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 
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JOANNE  HOEPER,  Chief  Tnal  Deputy 
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Secretary 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Dr  Carlton  B  Goodlctt  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  portion  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Benson  Chen  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $75,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  November  2,  2007,  in  San 
Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No  468791;  entitled  Benson  Chen  v  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  et  al 


August  1 1,  2009  Board  of  Supc^^'isors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu.  Chu,  Daly,  Duft}',  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  1 8,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 


File  No.  090897  I  hereby  certify  that  the  fore^iuiii-^  Onlinaiue 

was  FINALLY  FASSKl)  on  Au-^ust  IS,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  C  it\  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  090897 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 
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FILE  NO.  090898 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Yue  Kong  Kam  against  the  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $102,327.06;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  June  19,  2008  in 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  476-544;  entitled  Yue  Kong  Kam.  et  al.  v.  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section,  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  Yue  Kong 

Kam,  et  al.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Court 

No.  476-544  by  the  payment  of  $1 02,327.06. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 

June  1 9,  2008,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff  Yue  Kong  Kam; 

Defendants  Trophy  Properties,  VI,  LLC  and  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 

JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 
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RECOMMENDED: 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlctt  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


Date  Passed: 


Ord  nance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Yue  Kong  Kam  against  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  for  $102,327.06,  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  June  19,  2008,  in  San  Francisco  Superior 
Court,  Case  No  '176-544;  entitled  Yue  Kong  Kam,  et  al.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. 


August  1 1,  2009  Board  of  Supen  isors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly.  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell.  Mirkariini 

August  1 8.  2009  Board  of  Supcnisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Picr,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 


City  ami  Courtly  of  San  hnim  iun 


Printed, 11 1:17  P,M 


8/19/09 


File  No.  090898  1  hereby  certify  that  the  fon^oin'^  Ordiiuiuc 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  Aiiiiust  IS,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  (  it>  mid 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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-ILE  NO.  090895  ORDINANCE  NO 


Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Drdinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Linda  Caratti  against  the  City 
ind  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $80,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  August  28,  2008,  in 
San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  479214;  entitled  Linda  Caratti,  v.  City  and 
:^ountv  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.;  other  material  terms  of  said  settlement  are  the  City  and 
5an  Francisco  Zoological  Society  agree  to  a  mutual  release  of  claims  for 
ndemnification. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "Linda 

!^aratti,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case 

"Jo.  479214  by  the  payment  of  S80,000.  The  principal  sum  shall  be  allocated  as  follows:  1) 

520,000  for  back  wages,  less  applicable  taxes;  and  2)  $60,000  as  general  damages  for 

)ersonal  injury.  In  addition,  the  City  and  San  Francisco  Zoological  Society  agree  to  a  mutual 

elease  of  claims  for  indemnification  arising  out  of  this  action. 
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Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 
August  28,  2008,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  The  San  Francisco  Zoological  Society. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED; 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


ELIZABETH  SALVED 


ELIZABETH  SALVESON 
Chief  Labor  Attorney 


FUND^  AV/AILABj_E: 


RECOMMENDED: 

RECREATION  &  PARK  DEPARTMENT 


bfARED  BLUr^NFELD 


ED  BLUrilSNFELD 
Interim  Director  of  the  Recreation  &  Park 
Department 


APPROVED: 


SECRETARY  OF  THE  RECREATION  8 
PARK  COMMISSION 


orncE  or  the  city  attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Dr  Culion  B  Goodlen  Place 

San  Frar.ciiuo.  LA  'M|(j:-ia9 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090895 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlennent  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Linda  Caratti  against  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  for  $80,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  August  28,  2008  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court, 
Case  No.  479214;  entitled  Linda  Caratti,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.;  other  material 
terms  of  said  settlement  are  that  the  City  and  San  Francisco  Zoological  Society  agree  to  a  mutual 
release  of  claims  for  indemnification. 


August  1 1,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkariini 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 


August  18,  2009 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Elsbernd,  Mar,  Maxwell, 
Mirkarimi 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


File  No.  090895  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  18.  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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^■  ;LF:  no,  090878 


ORDINANCE  ri' 


[SoTflement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuits  filed  by  John  Tenoison  and  Antoine 
Gofi  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  the  total  amount  of  $7,500,000. 
The  John  Tennison  lawsuit  was  filed  on  February  1 1 ,  2004  in  the  United  States  Discrict 
Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  California,  Case  No.  C04-0574  CW:  entitled  John 
Tennison,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  ot  al.  and  will  be  settled  by  tfic 
payment  of  $4,600,000.  The  Antoine  Goff  lawsuit  was  filed  on  April  27,  2004  m  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  California,  Case  No.  C04-1643 
GW;  entitled  Antoine  Goff,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  Coufity  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.  and  will  be 
settled  by  the  payment  of  $2,900,000. 

Be  it  ordaineid  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  John 
rennison,  et  al.,  v.  C'ty  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  et  al.,  United  States  District  Court  for 
me  Northern  District  of  California,  Court  No.  C04-0574  CW  for  the  payment  of  $4,600,000 
The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  Antoine  Goff.  et  al..  v.  Cih/ 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  a!.,  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Nonhorn  District  of 
California,  Court  No.  C04-1643  CW  for  the  payment  of  $2,900,000. 
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Section  2.  The  above-named  actions  were  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Northern  District  of  California  on  February  1 1 ,  2004  and  April  27,  2004,  and  the  following 
parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuits:  Plaintiffs  John  Tennison  and  Antoine  Goff,  Defendant 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 

JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 

FUNDS  AVAILABLE: 


BErrROSEMFjETO 
Controller  ^ 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Dr  Cntion  B.  Goodkn  Place 
San  Fiancifco.  CA  94102-46*9 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


090878 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuits  filed  by  John  Tennison  and  Antoine  Goff  against  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  the  total  amount  of  $7,500,000  The  John  Tennison  lawsuit  was 
filed  on  February  1 1 ,  2004,  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  Cahforn  a. 
Case  No.  C04-0574  CW;  entitled  John  Tennison,  et  al,,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al 
and  will  be  settled  by  the  payment  of  $4,600,000,  The  Antoine  Goff  lawsuit  was  filed  on  April  27, 
2004,  in  the  United  States  District  Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  California,  Case  No  C04-1643 
CW;  entitled  Antoine  Goff,  et  al.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.  and  v/ill  be  settled  by  the 
payment  of  $2,900,000. 


August  1 1,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes;  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Diifty,  Elsbenid,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 


August  18,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Elshemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


I 


File  No.  090878  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  18,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  090899 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  two  lawsuits  filed  by  the  United  States  of 
America  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $7,000,000;  the  two  lav/suits 
were  filed  on  August  22,  2005  and  September  6,  2007  in  the  United  States  District  Court 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  California,  Case  No.  2:05  CV  01693  entitled  United  States  of 
America  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.  and  Case  No.  1 :07  CV  01 300  entitled 
United  States  of  America  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  ot  al.  and  appropriating 
$7,000,000  of  fund  balance  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Fund  for  this  purpose 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  two  actions  entitled 
United  States  of  America  v.  City  and  Counly  of  San  Francisco,  et  al. ,  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  California,  Case  No.  2:05  CV  01693  and  United  States  of 
America  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  California,  Case  No.  1 :07  CV  01300  by  the  payment  of  $7,000,000;  and 
$7,000,000  is  available  in  fund  balance  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Fund,  and  is  herein 
appropriated  for  this  use. 
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Section  2.  The  above-named  actions  were  filed  in  United  States  District  Court  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  California  on  August  22,  2005  and  September  6,  2007,  and  the  following 
parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  Plaintiff  United  States  of  America  and  Defendant  City  and 

County  of  San  Francisco. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 


RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


JOANNE  HOEPER 
Chief  Trial  Deputy 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


ED  HARRINGTON 
General  Manager 


FUNDS  AVAILABLE: 


BEN  feOSEIV^StD 
Controller 


APPROVED: 


SECRETARY       ^  5 
Public  Utilities  Commission 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  i  or  cmikS'b  Sidiea puce 

San  Francisco.  CA  94 1 02 -46*9 

rails 
Ordinance 


File  Number:       090899  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  two  lawsuits  filed  by  the  United  States  of  America  against  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  $7,000,000;  the  two  lawsuits  were  filed  on  August  22, 

2005,  and  September  6,  2007,  in  the  United  States  Distnct  Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  California, 
Case  No.  2:05  CV  01693  entitled  United  States  of  America  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al 
and  Case  No.  1:07  CV  01300  entitled  United  States  of  America  v  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
et  al.  and  appropriating  $7,000,000  of  fund  balance  from  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Fund  for  this  purpose. 


August  1 1,  2009  Board  of  Supen  isors  —  PASSED,  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Cliiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>,  Elsbcrnd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 

August  1 8,  2009  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Avalos,  Campos,  Chiu,  Chu,  Daly,  Elsbemd,  Mar, 
Maxwell,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Dufty 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  l.  T  PM  on  .<  1 '? 


File  No.  090899  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  18,  2009 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


M  Angela  Calvillo 
/I  Clerk  of  tie  Board 

'/i 


Date  Approved 


a,?    Mayor^Gavin  Nevvsom 


l  llc-  Nn.  II'MISV) 

Cily  ,.n,l  Cmnly  o/ San  I  randsco  2  l'nnU',1  nt  I:r  PM  on  S.'l9.m 
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